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jd not take it if I could have it. ' 
See sibility of what I now have to do is quite 
enough for me. But the way I want it done is, 


by appealing to the enlightened consciences of || 


those who hold slaves; and I tell them that I do 
desire this great end to be attained. I believe 
slavery is wrong; I believe it is inconsistent with 
our highest interest and your clearest duty. 
lieving that, I desire to shed the light of what 

j consider to be a higher civilization and a purer 
form of Christianity upon you. You smile, sir, 
at that; you think it is only self-conceit; no mat- 
ter; that is the position we take; and we are not 


to be put into the category of desiring illegal, | 
forcible interference to effect this, because we || to introduce any distinction between citizens on 


| account of their birth and their religion. 


desire to see it effected in this way. 


I could, if I chose, call names; butt will not. | 


I declined, and I hope kindly and respectfully, to 


not give them now; but I have talked with some 
men who are slaveholders; I have talked with 


some men who are supposed to enjoy in a very | 


high degree the confidence of the slaveholding 
States, and I have put this question to them: ‘* Do 
you believe, do you desire, do you hope, that 


this institution will be perpetual and eternal ?’’ | 


“No,’’ declared an honorable Senator—I am 


influences of civilization and Christianity, a period 
will arrive when this institution shall cease to 
exist. 
when. e 
have to say to you is, keep your hands off, you 
cannot do anything to helpit. We want no inter- 
ference of yours. It is an institutioggof ours. 
We are responsible for it. We will do with it 
as we please; but since you have put the question 
to me,’’ said he, ‘* these are my opinions.” 

This has been said so plainly, and so frequently, 
that lam almost ashamed to be here worrying 
the Senate at this time by making these dis- 
claimers; and I should not have done it, but for 
the attempt of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
syivania to make me responsible for a purpose 
to interfere with the States, in consequence of 
the expression of opinion in that letter. Ido not 
know that I can make this subject plainer; and I 
am sorry that a necessity has been imposed upon 
me to say thus much; but I must say one other 
thing, and then I will leave the subject, and 
relieve the patience of those Senators who have 
done me the honor to listen to me. 

I have heard a great deal said about the re- 
sponsibility of introducing the agitation of the 
subject of slavery. We are asked, ‘* Why is it 
here?”’ I will say to those who bring that accusa- 
tion, as I said to the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, when you want to reprove those who 
talk to you about a dissolution of the Union, do 
not go to a Republican convention—go some- 
where else, and your reproof will be more needed 
and will apply. Those who Want to rebuke the 


individuals that are introducing the subject @f | 


slavery agitation, should notcome tome. I have 
resisted it. Itis your President who has done it 
over and over again. What is his message? It 
is like a Parthian arrow, shot back as he retreats, 
to rekindle the flame, and stir up the discordant 
elements, and create the storm. He is the man 
who has done it, and he has done it in the most 
offensive way in which it could possibly be 
done. 

I remcaber that the honorable Senator from 
Michigan, (Mr. Srvart]—I have not the record 
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of me personally that will so offend and wound 
me as anything reproachful of my State.’’ 

The President of the United States has said 
thjngs reproachful of my State and his. He has 
said things reproachful of a vast majority of the 
masses of the free States of this Union. The 


Senator from Pennsylvania undertook to reprove || 


me for having used this expression before. He 
said there was nota majority; and how did he 
prove it? He counted upon the side of those 
who had uttered that rebuke, the American party, 
which, I understood the President to think, has 


| been quite as much rebuked as the Republicans, 


for he says the people have rebuked the attempt 


Whom 


does that hit? The Pres- 


It hits the Americans. 


| ident, in his censure, included those opposed to 
the Senator from Ohio, to give names, and I shall || 


the Democratic party. Howcanaman say here 


| that the people, by a great majority, have repu- 


diated and rebuked and passed certain judgments 
upon men, when to do it he has to call up to his 


|; aid men whom he was fighting just as hard as 
| the Republicans? 


Mr. BIGLER. That certainly has nothing to 
do with the accuracy of my statement. I replied 


|| to the Senator’s claim of a Republican majority 
sorry I said that—‘** we do not. We believe that | 
in the progress of time, in the improvements I] 
which are in the future, under the ameliorating || 


in eleven of the States, and showed that it was 
only true of eight States. 

Mr. HALE. I did not say that the Repub- 
lican party had a majority in any State; but if the 
Senator will look to my remarks he will find that 
I said the President had undertaken by this mes- 
sage to rebuke a great majority of the people of 
eleven States of this Union. I did not say that 


party. I did not use that language, but I said a 
majority of the citizens of those States. The 
rebuke, if it means anything, is just as severe 


| upon the Americans as upon the Republicans. I || 


do not think the Democratic party had any great 
friendship for the American party for anything 
they did upon our last -lection. 


done the very thing which was undertaken to be 
made out of order for a Senator todo. He has 
said things opprobrious and disrespectful to the 


late Senator from Delaware. I would rather a 
man should assail me—I would rather he should 





| say things disrespectful of me, than of the State | 
I think that is the feeling of | 


which I represent. 


| every Senator here. There is something higher 


| and holier connecting itself with the land which | 


Wgerepresent, as the guardian of the interests 
and the honor and the rights, not only of the 
living, but of the soil which covers the Riaored 
dead, so that we feel as we would a reproach upon 


| States which we represent. 


that reason that I am unwilling, by my vote, to 
pay any special honor to his message. 
gone out to the country. It has gone out as an 
arraignment and impeachment, and a very griev- 


That was the reason why I made the opposition 
to printing the message in the manner f uid. 

1, for one, am glad that this discussion has 
| been introduced. Lam glad that this issue has 
| been presented. I am sorry that the honorable 
| Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] is not now 


‘fore me—undertook to have our rules amended | a man’s back; but I have something to say to 
last year, so that it should be out of order in de- | him. If he has weighed his wards, if he repre- 


bate to say anything opprobrious or reproachful 
toa State. I am not mistaken—am I? 
Mr.STUART. No. 


Mr. HALE. He did so. But forthe peculiar 


circumstances under which the rule was intro- 
duced, probably I should have voted for it. I 
remember that an honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. Clayton,] not now among the living, 
on that occasion said, ‘‘ A man cannot say a thing 


7 


| sents the feelings of his State, if he has no quali- 
| fications to make—and I did not hear the qualifi- 
, cation which ped 3 now made applied to this—if 
| his purpose, and the purpose of what are called 
| the slave States of this Union, be to make the 


legislation which excludes slavery from the Ter- 





i} 
| say, that if the solar system continues, 1860 will 


it was a majority composed of the Republican | 


Sir, the President has, in an offensive manner, | 


| States. T sympathize with the sentiment of the | 
| 
' 
| 


the mother that bore.us, or the father that begat | 
|us, any imputation upon the character of the | 
It is for that reason | 
| that I say the President is reprehensible. It is for || 


ous one, of the States of this Union which have | 
not seen fit, in the discharge of their rights, to | 
record their votes as the President deemed proper. | 


' 
1 ** nay” 

} 

/ in his seat, because I hate to say anything behind || 

4 | 
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‘| Mr. HALE. 


C. 
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| is the statute-law of Oregon to-day. We will 


|| apply it to Kansas and Nebraska, if we get the 


pees as I think we shall. I may be mistaken. 
will not say, that if the Union exists, but I will 


wind up this dynasty. I may be mistaken. I 
am not over sanguine; but if we do succeed, I 
| tell you we will apply this principle. We look 
/ upon this as a great trust committed to us by 
Providence. We believe that the interests of 
| humanity, of religion, of our own laboring, toiling 
millions, require that these Territories, conse- 
crated to us by compact more than a generation 
ago, shall be reclaimed, and that the rightful 
exercise of this jurisdiction of Congress over the 
Territories shall be extended. I cannot speak 
by authority, and I do not pretend to do so: I 
only speak what are my convictions, and what I 
believe are the convictions of my constituents, 
and what I believe are the convictions of the 
great body of the northern people, as I have 
learned them. Theirsentimentis growing stronger 
and stronger. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan reproved 
| me, because, when he expressed an opinion that 
| without the interposition of Providence the Union 
| would be dissolved if certain things were done, 
| I said He interposed in the last election. The 
| Senator thought this was undue levity. Notso. 
If a sparrow does not fall to the ground without 
the notice of an overruling Providence, think 
you that dynasties rise and fall, that parties come 
| in and out, without the intervention of that same 
| Almighty hand? No, sir. I see the good hand 
of Providence in it. 

Mr. BROWN. In the election of Buchanan ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, God tries us sometimes 
with calamities, and sometimes with mercies; I 
| see His hand in all; and in the great vote which 
Frémont got do you not read the handwriting 
| on the wall? The honorable Senator from Mich- 
| igan (Mr. Srvarr] did not know twelve months 
ago that there was a Republican party, or he 
**scarcely’’ knew it; I believe that is the adverb. 
Well, sir, I did know it; and I should have 
| thought that anybody who lived in Michigan 
would have found it out more than twelve months 
ago. [Laughter.] 


If that is to be the criterion, 
the time has come. There are no indications of 
giving back. We have settled convictions on 
this subject, which we can vindicate by the Con- 
stitution, by the nigher law, and the lower law, 
too—by all law—by the feeling that rests in the 
heart of man. Sir, we have been a long while 
coming to it. The North have borne and for- 
borne. You have talked about northern aggres- 
sion. As truly as [ stand here to-day, sir, when 
I first heard that word come from a southern 
mouth, I thought it was irony. I did not think 
they were in earnest. Northern aggression! 
Turn to the statutes; begin in the year 1789, when 
George Washington was President, and come 


|| down to President Pierce—a good ways, | know 
It has || 


—and find the first act of Federal legislation 
aggressive on the rights of the South. 

hen you come to examine the aggressive acts 
of which you complain, you find that they were 
passed by southern men. This is curious, ia it 
not?) Northern aggressions made by southern 
men! What was your Missouri compromise? 
Made by southern men. What was the great 
ordinance of 1787? Made by southern mén— 
| nay, by southern and northern men. The only 
y’’ there was to it was not from a slave 
| State; it came from New York; and it well be- 





comes the Senators of that State to be a little 
| earnest in their fidelity now, to wipe out that blot 
| which rests upon the State for being the only neg- 
ative against that great ordinance of freedom. 

| Mr. SEWARD. Who was that? 

I believe his name was Yates. 
| He was a New York man. That is one of the 
| measures which are called northern aggressions. 
| You cannot find one of them. It is all imagina- 


ritories the ground of separation, I believe now || tion, and a thing of very recent creation, too. 


is the time to begin. 
| statute-book. 


That legislation is on the 
I think it will be kept there. It 


Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honorable 


') Senator, after the disclaimer of a purpose on his 
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part to reflect on States here, how he justifies this 
allusion to the State of New York? { Laughter. } 

Mr. HALE. I would not have said what I 
did, if | had not thought they might have relied 
with safety behind their eighty thousand majority 
for Frémont. 1 would not say such a thing to 
Pennsylvania; itis too close to the wind there. 
{ Laught: - | But when you have such a bulwark 
as that vote of New York, you can stand some- 
thing. 

There has not such a thing as northern 
agyression on the statute-book; but I will tell you 
what there has beenthere. ‘There has been very 
eareful legislation in favor of southern interests, 
and I should not want to go further than the room 
beneath us for proof of it. Although there isa 
majority of free States and free people in this 
Union, you have never dared—some bedy said 
that was not the right word to use; you never 
thought it prudent—that is it—to have anything 
less than am yority of § laveholde rs on the bench 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. - Not- 
withstanding the factthat you have not generally 
found the northerners who get there very factious 
Abolitionists, you have been very carefulin your 
legislation to ke ep a major ity the rey; and it is well 
you have—that is, so far as slavery is concerned 
—for I have said what Il have been reproved for 
saying, but what I mean to say again—there is 
your citadel after all; there is your safety, and it 
is your safety secured by your careful legislation. 
Yet here is the tribunal that is to be the construer 
of the Constitution in the last resort; and you have 
always taken care to keep a majority of slave- 
holders there, and then get up—standing up over 
their heads—and talk of northern aggression. 

How has it been in politics? Northern aggres- 
sion has looked out there—has it not? I repeat 
but history when I say that the breath of slavery 
has made and unmade the public men of this 
country. What was it that prostrated Mr. Van 
Puren in 1844? I remember a littl while pre- 
ceding the nomination of 1844, hearing very prom- 
inent Democrats in the country say thata victory 
would be no victory that did not reinstate Mr. 
Van Buren. They were for a restoration not only 
of measures but of men, and Mr. Van Buren was 
the candidate. After Mr. Van Buren happened 
—and I think that is the very word—happened 
to write a letter against the annexation of ‘Texas, 
where was all his southern streneth? Gone; 
gone as if it had been touched by the wand of 
the enchanter, and another man was brought for- 
ward. I wish to speak with respect of him, and 
give him all credit for everything that belongs 
to him. He was brought up simply and solely 
because he was the antagonist of Mr. Van Buren 
on that occasion upon that position. Is a man 
conversant with tLe history of this country going 
to risk his reputation with the intelligent people 
of the country by talking about northern aggres- 
sion? Such things will do to go home; and if 
you have any districts where they do not read 
the papers, or but very few of them, it will do to 
talk about northern aggression. But upon the 
enlightened tribunal of this forum, I put it to 
gentlemen if it is consistent with an enlightened 
self-respect for them to talk about northern 
aggression? 

Mr. BIGLER. 
Hampshire vote for that President? I always 
understood that he voted for President Polk. 

Mr. HALE. I did; and I have committed 
other [Laughter.] But there has been 
progress—that progress in which I trust—since 
1844; and I hope the man who makes up my 
record will say that ** the days of his ignorance 
God winked at’’*—the rest of the sentence the 
honorable Senator knows. Sir, | must do my- 
self the credit, as I have been put on the confes- 
sional, to say that I did it under protest. I pro- 
tested that in electing Mr. Polk we did not 
indorse the annexation of Texas. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is the wayhe signed the 
Oregon bill, for which you hold him accountable 
to-day—he did it under protest. 

Mr. HALE. Both protests were about alike: 
they were not worth much. I will not detain 
the Senate longer. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to address 
the Senate on this subject very briefly; but it is 
now too late to do so. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I propose to rescind the 


orfer by which the Senate agreed to adjourn 


sins. 


Did not the Senator from New | 


THe Ones 


until Monday, for the purpose of allowing the 
debate to be continued to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 


Mr. CASS. Will the Senator withdraw the 


motion, so as to allow me to say a few words, as | 


I do not wish to sleep on this matter? 
Mr. SEWARD. ‘ withdraw the motion. 
Mr. CASS. 
to the higher law—one of the greatest political 
heresies ever introduced into this country. I 


have nothing to do with it as an ethical proposi- | 


tion. There is no doubt as to the higher obliga- 
tion of God’s law. lam speaking of the political 
operation of a principle which says there is a 
higher law, and that any man has a right to go 
into its courts and say, ** The higher Jaw annihi- 
lates your lower law, and I will not obey yours.”’ 
1 say that principle is destructive of all society. 
If you allowed every man the right to say there 
was a higher law prohibiting what the political 
law allows, society could not exist for an instant. 

Some communities of Christians have con- 


tended that no man could administer the govern- | 


ment who did not belong to a particular church. 
Some men do not believe in the legality of war. 
Have such men a right to come forward and say, 


**The higher law forbids this, and I will not 
, j 


’ 


obey your law?’’ If it does not mean that, it 
means nothing. It is introduced to exonerate 
men from the political law of the country under 
which they live. 
tion, that if the law requires a conscientious man 


to do what he believes the law of God will not || 


allow him to do, it is his duty to have the law 
changed if he can; but if not, to become a mar- 
tyr, nota rebel—not to go before the tribunals, 
if accused of murder, and say, ‘* 1 did murder, but 
the law of God required that [ should murder.’’ 
You give every pretense for a man to judge in his 
own case and act as he pleases. i 


cratic, democratic, or republican. 
Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Tennessee 
who is entitled to the floor, does not desire to go 


on to-morrow, the Senator from Massachusetts | 


{Mr. Wirson] is willing and prepared to do so. 
We are wasting away the session, which is a 


| short one; and really [ think it would be better | 


| to meet to-morrow, and let the Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts go on, with the understanding that the | 


Senator from ‘Tennessee may take his position in 
the regular order of debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion to that arrangement, if such be the pleasure 
of the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
have already determined that when they adjourn 
to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BROWN. I nivve to reconsider that 
vote. 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall be obliged to call for 
the yeas and nays on that proposition, and the 

| yeas and nays will show that there is not a 
quorum present. Mapy Senators have gone 
away expecting that the Senate would not meet 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BROWN. 
to my proposition, we may as well adjourn at 
once. thought it would save time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
journment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned to Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 11, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
the motion of Mr. Campse.t, of Ohio, that the 
message of the President be referred and printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
_ retary of State, in compliance with the resolution 

of the House of the 7th of August last, syenenting 
the President to communicate to the House al 
the correspondence and other papers, conven- 
tions, &c., relative to Hamet Caranally, in the 


{ 


ESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I have a word to say in reference | 


[t is clear, as an ethical ques- | 


It is a proposi- || 
tion not to be maintained for a single moment in | 
any country, as a practical question, no matter | 
what be its government—monarchical, aristo- | 


I have no objec- |, 


If there be serious objection || 


I move an ad- | 
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Departments of State and Navy, from the date 
_of his connection with the Government to this 
| date. 

Also, a communication from the Treasy 

|| Department, transmitting accounts of the Treas. 

ury, War, and Navy Departments, which have 
| remained more than three years unsettled, and 

on which balances appear to have been due more 
than three years prior to the 13th day of Septem. 
ber last, &c., in pursuance to the second Section 
|| of the act of Congress of March 3, 1809, entitleg 
‘* An act to amend the several acts for the estab. 
lishment and regulation of the Treasury, War 
and Navy Departments;’’ which several commy. 
nications were laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLICATION OF PATENT OFFICE REPORT, 
Mr. SNEED. IL ask the consent of the House 

| to introduce the following resolution for the pur. 
pose of reference only: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing jp. 

| quire and report why the Agricultural Report of the Patent 
Office for the year 1855, ordered for distribution, was not 
furnished until about the first of this month. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
after that report was made here, and the House 
had ordered two hundred thousand copies to be 
printed, by some authority or other .it was sent 

|| back to the Commissioner of Patents, and he 
has been making out and revising that report 

, ever since, until a few weeks past, and the thing 
which is now here is not exactly what the House 

|| ordered to be printed. In fact, they have been 

all the summer and during the recess making out 

that report after it was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAVEN. Let us adopt the resolution 

|| and see what has been the cause of it. 

|| Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to inquire of 

|| the gentleman from Tennessee by what authority 

| the Commissioner of Patents got hold of that 

| report after it was sent to this House, ard made 

|| one of the documents of the House ?> 

|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 do not know. 

1} Mr. USTON. I shall vote for the resolu- 

|| tion, esp@ially after the explanation, for I cannot 

1 

| 














| 
| 
| 


| imagine how the Commissioner of Patents could 
get hold of one of the public documents of this 
ouse; and especially how he can alter and 
| change it after it so became one of the public 
documents. 
|| Mr. NICHOLS. So far as the resolution is 
|| concerned, it can be answered now. It is true, as 
alleged by the gentleman from Tennessee—and 
|| this case forms no exception to the general rule 
|, acted upon on the part of almost all of the Depart- 
|| ments—it is true that the report, after it was sub- 
'| mitted to this House, and after the order to print 
|| was made, was revised by the Commissioner of 
|| Patents, under the authority, I presume, which he 
| claims by virtue of his position. I know of no 
|| other authority. It is equally true, that after the 
_ report was submitted to this House, and after the 
| order to print had been made, anagent was sent 
|| out by the Commissioner of Patents for the pur- 
|| pose of the collection of information to be put into 
|| that Patent Office report. That agent remained 
|| somewhere in the interior of the country, col- 
|| lecting information and statistics, until some two 
, months before this body reassembled. ‘This ex- 
| plains the whole matter; and for that reason alone 
|| the members havetnot had possession of the doc- 
1 
| 
| 





ents to which they are entitled. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to ask the gentle- 
/man one more question. Am I to understand the 
| chairman of the Committee on Printing, that it 
_has been the practice heretofore for the heads of 
|, Departments or bureaus making reports to this 
House, after a report has been submitted, and an 
|| order made to print, to be permitted to take pos- 
| session of them, and to add to or subtract there- 
| from according to their pleasure ? 
| Mr. NICHOLS. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama does not understand me to state any such 
|| thing. Itis customary for the Departments to 
| submit a bundle of manuscript which they call 4 
| report, and solicit an order from the House to 
“| 

} 


} 
} 
| 





| print, and after that is done they claim the au- 
| thority to add to it just what they please. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. Then I ‘understand the 
entleman to say that, notwithstanding a report 
from one of the Departments has been submitted 
and made one of the documents of this House, 
{| 


} 


the officer by which it was made has claimed the 
right to alter and add to it in the manner he 5aW 
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fit. Does he say that such has been the practice | 


on the part of officers of the several Departments | 


- the Government? . “J 
“>? NICHOLS. That is what I have said. 





Many of them, if not all of them, do so. {| 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then, if | am correct in my | 
statement, and such is really the fact, we have 1 
no security for our public documents. We cannot 
be sure that they will appear in print as they | 
were submitted to the House and ordered to be | 

rinted. I wish the gentleman would state what | 
officers—what heads of Departments or bureaus | 
have thus changed their reports ? — If such be the | 
practice, the House will agree with me that it 
should be arrested. : 

Mr. NICHOLS. I will refer to a report made 
to this House at the last session of Congress—the 
report on the surveys for a Pacific railroad. It 
is well known to the gentleman from Alabama 
that there was submitted to this House what was 
called the Pacific railroad report, and that that 
report was ordered to be printed. It was printed 
and laid upon the tables of members. It under- 
went, L imagine, the inspection of all. I would 
ask the gentleman whether he does not know 
that that work is still in progress; and that the | 
portion sent to him for distribution is not the | 
work as it was originally submitted, and ordered | 
to be printed ? | 

Mr. HOUSTON.. I do not know any such 
thing. I do not deny that such is the fact. | 
have not been called to give the subject examin- 
ation. If that report has been changed since it | 
was submitted, then I charge that the practice is 
a wrong one, and ought to be stopped. 

The gentleman gives me the first information I 
have had on the subject. With the existence of 
such a practice we can readily imagine how great || 
frauds may be committed on the House. Docu-- 
ments of which extra numbers are ordered to be | 

rinted, are sent to the Committee on Printing. | 

hat committee makes its reports to the House, | 
which we adopt with whatever modifications the 
majority desire. If after this that committee have 
allowed the reports ordered to be prif@d to be 
changed, without so reporting to the House, then 
it has not done its full duty. If officers of the 
Departments of the Government can change in | 
any respect the reports they submit, then they 
may add matter which is not at all legitimate, 
and in that way palm on the House what we have || 
not desired, and did not desire, to have printed— || 
what is a fraud on us and the country. i} 

Mr. NICHOLS. I am glad to hear the gen- | 
tleman speak as he does, for his opinion corre- | 
sponds with the remarks [ made at the last session. 
l have given the gentleman an example from the 
last session. That document was examined by 
acommittee of which I was not a member, and 
the Committee on Printing are not at all respons- 
ible for what has been done concerning it. The | 
Committee on Printing had nothing to do with | 
the supervision of the report on the Pacific rail- | 
road surveys. 

I will state, in addition, that since the order to 
print the agricultural portion of the Patent Office 
report, the Committee on Printing have resolved 
to submit no resolution for the printing of any 
work until the manuscript is presented to them, | 








with an estimate of its probable cost by the Su- |, 


perintendent of the Public Pgjnting. We have 
done everything in our power to prevent the evil 
to which the gentleman alludes. Were it in my 
power, | would suspend the printing of the report 
on the Pacific railroad surveys. I stated at the | 
last session that that report was receiving addi- | 
tions every day. One volume was then sub- | 
mitted. A portion of that report is not yet 
written. When it will be ldo not know. The | 
Committee on Printing have no control of the | 
matter, With reference to reports since sub- | 
mitted, we have taken such action as will, in my | 
judgment, prevent the continuance of any such 
practice as that now condemned. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How does this additional 
Matter get to the Public Printer? When that. 
postion of the Pacific railroad report is written, 

ow does it get to the printer? Who hands it 
to him, and by what authorigy does he receive 
itand make it a part of the report? The gentle- | 
man ought to, and I presume does, know. | 

Mr. NICHOLS. The gentleman will recollect | 

at an order was passed ,by this House for the | 
Printing of a certain work, and that the super- | 
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vision of its printing was left to its author, so 
that he might go on and stuff it with what he 
pleased. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is a case different 
from the one the gentleman started out with. I 
understood him, in the outset, to state that it 
was the practice of officers of the Government to 
claim’ and exercise the right to alter and add to 
their reports, after they had been submitted to 
this House and ordered to be printed. I called 
upon him to name one of the officers of the Gov- 


| ernment who has done it, because I wanted to 


know if the practice existed. If it does exist, it 
is wrong. The gentleman has seen fit to refer to 
the Pacific railroad surveys report, but upon his 
own explanation permission was given by the 
express decision of the House, and the action of 
the committee has not transcended the authority 
given by the House. 

Mr. SNEED. The special object which I had 
in view in the introduction of the resolution has 
verhaps been attained. Still it is well enough to 
ee the report asked for by the resolution, in 
view of ulterior, and perhaps more important, 
objects. There is great culpability in reference 
to the printing of these documents somewhere. 
This oe evidently regarded this document as 
one of very great importance, judging from the 
number of copies ordered to be printed, and by 
the amount appropriated for this department of 
the public service. A large part of the country, 
I know, regard this particular report as of more 
importanee than any other published by Con- 
gress, and it is sought for more anxiously. The 
report of the Patént Office for the year 1855 is 


‘| not ready fur distributibn, after the extraordi- 
| nary appropriation made for it, until the Ist of 


December, 1856. When this resolution was in- | 
troduced, I knew that the country held the mem- | 
bers of this House responsible for the non-dis- 
tribution of that document. I knew my con- 
stituents held me responsible for not distributing 
it, and the constituents of other gentlemen, 
have no doubt, held them responsible. I had, 
however, taken the extraordinary pains to write 
to the officers who ought to have distributed the 
document to me, having previously given direc- 
tions to them to forward the books to my home, 
but they did not come. I received information 
from those officers that the public printer had not 
received the manuscript as late as the middle of 
October. That manuscript had been ordered by 
the House to be printed, and how it could be ab- 
stracted from the files of the House, and get back | 
into the hands of the Commissioner of Patents, I | 


| cannot understand. Nor can I see how the Pub- 
| lic Printer, who is an officer of this House, could 


receive from the heads of bureaus, or any other 


ee whatever outside of the officers of this 


{ouse, manuscript matter which had once passed 


print it as matter ordered by the House to be 
printed. It was for that reason that I introduced 
this resolution, and I hope the inquiry will be made 


| in as imposing a form as this House can make it. 


Mr. McMULLIN. It will be remembered that 
the Patent Office report, to which the gentleman | 
from Tennessee alludes, was laid before the | 
House at an early day last session, and was or- 
dered to be printed. I have no objection to the 


| resolution whatever, but I beg the House to re- 


member this fact in connection with the subject, 
that the Committee on Agriculture recommended 
a very large increase to the appropriation for 
seeds, cuttings, &c. Ido not recollect what the | 
amount was. ‘That committee also recommended 
that a certain amount of that money should be 
applied to the purchase of sugar-cane. A variety 
of cuttings were directed to be purchased; and it 
is through the action of this House in the general 
appropriation bill, carrying out the reeommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Agriculture—of which 
I am an humble member—that this derangement 


| in the publication of these as has occurred. 


The Secretary of the Interior desired to carry out 
the views of the House, as expressed through its 


| action, upon the recommendation of the Commit- 


tee on Agriculture, and I flatter myself that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovston] will 
find that nothing wrong has been done by the 
Secretary of the Interior in this whole business. 
With these remarks I have no objection to the 
adoption of this resolution. 


cr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understood the 
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| amendment is as follows: 








gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, [Mr. Nicnoxs,]} to say that 
the agent of this agricultural bureau has been 
through the country during the recess collecting 
statisucs and materials with which to stuff and 
cram this report. I ask my colleague to modify 
his resolution so as to instruct the committee 
also to inquire whether this agent, in the collee- 
tion of such statistics, was not also engaged in 
making political speeches or distributing polit- 
ical documents during the late presidential can- 
vass, and if so, in what Section of the country, 
and what was the character of those speeches and 
documents. - 

Mr. NICHOLS. Iam well assured, from the 
character of the agent sent out from the Patent 
Office, that he made no political speeches during 
the canvass, and that he was not engaged in dis- 
seminating political documents of any kind. The 
agent selected by the Secretary was Mr. Glover, 
who is not a politician at all, but a scientific man 
engaged by the Department solely for the purpose 
of seiecting statistics. 

I have stated these facts for the purpose of 
showing the cause which produced the delay in 
this publication, and to show that, after “the 
report had been submitted and ordered to be 
printed, the agent was still engaged in obtaining 
information to be embodied in the very work or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SNEED. I would ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing to give to the Hlouse 
this information in answer to the resolution which 
I have submitted, rather than in a speech to the 
House. I will accept the modification proposed 
by my colleague, [Mr. Jones,] and then respeet- 
fully ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing to give us the information in a tangible 
form. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I have spoken not so much 
to the resolution as to the suggestions of the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee and the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. HAVEN. The information which the 


House wishes to secure is, | imagine, with refer- 


| ence to the abstraction of the public records for 


alteration and addition. I do not suppuse there 
is any doubt that some of the agents of the 
Department were engaged in making political 
speeches during the late contest. I take it for 
granted that that has been done. I ask that the 
following amendment to the resolution be adopted. 
I think we had better have the information we 
desire by way of a report from the committee, 
and talk after we have the facts before us. My 


And that said committee further inquire and report 
whether any instances have occurred of the reports or other 


| papers which have been submitted to this House and or 


dered to be printed having been withdrawn, and changed 


tl hth f this H i | or added to, without the order or the knowledge of the 
1rougn the regular channeis of this ouse, and | 


Hiouse ; and if so,in what instance has this been done, and 
by what assumed authority. 


I call for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the call for the previous question for 
one moment. 

Mr. HAVEN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WHITNEY. If it would not seem a 
reflection on the Committee on Printing, | wouid 
propose to refer the resolution and amendment to 
a special commit‘ee. ‘The amendment covers a 
greater extent of ground than the original reso- 
lution. The chairman of the Committee on 


| Printing informed us at the last session, and he 


informs us now, that it is usual for reports to 
this body to be returned to their authors for revis- 
ion. He has told us that reports have been ordered 
to be printed before they have been written and 
submitted. I am cognizant of the fact that, during 
the Thirty-Third Congress, an order was made 
for the printing of a supplemental or special report 
on the surveys for a Pacific railroad, and that 
that report was not only not printed, but that 
the War Department absolutely refused to let it 
be published, unless under the supervision of that 
Department. I ask, by what authority any De- 
partment alters and adds to any document sub- 
mitted to this House and ordered to be printed ? 
I hope that we may have a full investigation in 
the matter, and move that the resolution and 
amendment be referred to a select committee. 


Mr. A. K. MARSHALL. I move that the 


whole subject be laid upon the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Bee bs 


a 


Se aEE ME Sy 


— 





et 


"eae ee) 


aad 


—_ 


ee 


wr 


rans 
RITE 


ft 


es 


es i ean toe A) pe PE Steir net 


Ree or, 


? 
Pete 


Kite Ro 


a aes 


NEW TERRITORY. 
Mr. OTERO presented the following papers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories: 
A memorial of the people of the southwestern 
part of the Territory of New Mexico, praying 
for the organization of a new Territory; also the 


be 


proceedings of a convention of the people of the | 


southwestern part of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, to organize a separate Territory. 


REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. GREEN WOOD, by unanimous consent, | 


reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs a 
hill (S. No. 46) for the relief of John H. Horn; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARLILE. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill of which I have given previous notice. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. LI object. 
States be called regularly. Many members have 
propositions to submit, and | desire that we shall 
all fare alike. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The question then recurred on the motion of || 


Mr. Camppecy, of Ohio, to refer and print the 
President’s annual message with the accompany- 


ing documents; upon which Mr. H. Marsmace | 


was entitled to the floor. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I hold | 


that, as a matter of fairness and statesmanship, 
public men should fix and proclaim with exacti- 
tude the political principles and views of consti- 
tutional power which they entertain, and by 
which they would be guided in the administra- 
tion of the Government. 1 regret to say that, so 


far as my observation has extended, there has | 


been a gross failure, in this respect, on the part 
of the members of the Democratic party. 


I understand the tenets of the I epublican party | 


—I understand the position of the'Abolition party ; 
but I do not understand the position of the Dem- 


ocratic party upon the question of the power of | 


a territorial people to exclude slavery while they 
are yet under a territorial government. I do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is a single gen- 
tleman upon the Democratic side of this House 
who can rise in his place, and in the face of the 
country announce the opinion of the Democratic 
party upon the point I have suggested, that will 
command the acquiescence of his party now 
present, both North and South. If there be any 


such man who is willing to make the venture, | 
A would like to hear his definition, and will pause || 


to hear it. 

Why, sir, what a spectacle is here presented 
to the American people! 
a presidential election, whose votes have not yet 
been counted according to the forms adopted under 
the Constitution, and whose President is claim- 


ing their victory as a triumph of principle, yet | 


whose conduct in the election and in the canvass 
cannot meet such an exposé as has been made 
here within the last five days! 


of squatter sovereignty? It told upon that por- 
tion of the House as though a twenty-four pound 
shot had fallen into a battalion. You could see its 
effect. There was an agitation most perceptible 
in the whole mass. One gentleman rose to his 


feet, but sat down again without saying a word. | 
No gentleman would come up to 


{ Laughter. } 
the mark. ‘Fhe same thing is going on in the 
Senate to-day. Whactisthe doctrine of the party ? 


What are the principles which their victory has | 


established ° 


First, you have the doctrine of the distinguished | 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass]—the ‘doc- | 


trine of popular sovereignty, as it is called—pro- 
claimed ws the principle and philosophy of the 
Democratic party at issue in the late presidential 
contest. My friend from South Carvlina [Mr. 
Kerr) delivered a speech in this Hail yesterday 
against that principle and philosophy. The gen- 
tleman inveighed in most eloquent terms against 
** squatter ers yet the Senator from 


Michigan and the gentleman from South Carolina 
are both national Democrats. 

Mr. KEITT. Will the gentleman allow me to 
say, that when he applies the term * national Dem- 
ecrat’’ to me | expressly repudiate that term, 


1 ask that the | 


A party triumphing tn | 


j While the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Smiru} was speak- | 
ing the other day, the question wasasked whether | 
the Democratic party was in favor of the doctrine | 
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| beeause I hold the Constitution to be a treaty || anan paper of northern come ates with Buch. 
ts head: 


| between sovereign States, and that this Govern- 
ment is not a nation. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. The remark of the 
gentleman only shows that there are among the 
} brightest lights of the Democratic party men who 
| are sectional Democrats. (Laughter.} 
| Mr. KEITT. That is the inference of my 
| friend from Kentucky. Iam not sectional any 
| further than the Constitution makes me so. 1 
| am a constitutional Democrat. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. I stand corrected by 
my friend from South Carolina, and I give him 
the benefit of hisown definition. ‘The gentleman 
being a constitutional Democrat, | want to know 
if the distinguished author of the doctrine yclept 
‘* popular sovereignty’? is an unconstitutional 
Democrat ? 
Mr. KEITT. With the permission of the mem- 
ber from Kentucky I will answer the array mmag 


and as he makes the point, | will explain it as | | 


understand it. 


my time? 
man would take some other time. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. Will it come out of | 
If it will, | would rather the gentle- | 


, tucky yieids the floor for explanation, it must | 


come out of his own time. 


tleman will be brief, 1 will yield to him. 

Mr. KEITT. 1 will answer the member from 
Kentucky in very few words. 
point to bs made, that one portion of the Demo- 
cratic party maintain the doctrine of squatter sov- 
ereignty, and the other do not! One portion of 


of the United States nor the Territorial Legisla- 
ture have the right to prohibit slavery in a Ter- 
ritory. Another portion of the party believes 
| that that right is given to the Territorial Legis- 
lature. Now, sir, the extent of the constitutional 
pa of the Territorial Legislature, under the 
Nebraska bill, depends, they say, upon the judi- 
cial construction of that bill. Well, sir, if the 
Supreme Court decides that this power is not 
conferred upon the Territorial Legislature, then 
| the northern portion of the Democratic party do 
not claim the power, but are satisfied with the 
decision. The Democratic party makes this a 
judicial question. I shall, at a proper time, dis- 
cuss this question myself. 

| Mr. H. MARSHALL. The answer throws 
| no new light on the subject. It is just such as 
we have had for years past. Mr. Speaker, ali I 
ask of the Democratic party to-day is, that it 
shall take posiuon upon this subject, so that the 
people of the North and the people of the South 
can understand exactly where they are asa party. 
If the Democratic party of the North are to come 
before the people of the North, pending an elec- 
tion, and at the hustings maintain that they are 
better Free-Soilers than the Republicans them- 
selves; and the Democratic party of the South is 
to go before the southern people, and on the hust- 
ings, as the gentieman from South Carolina did 
yesterday, repudiate the doctrine of squatter sov- 
ereignty, | want the American people distinctly 
to understand it. 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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Mr. H. MARSHALL. Well, sir, if the gen- | 
1 understand the 
| 


the party understand that neither the Congress | 





| 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- | 
man allow me to ask him a single question? I | 


will not say a word. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
gentleman ask a question, without saying a single 
word, [Great Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 
word of comment. I ask the gentleman what 
portion of the Democratic party have claimed 
that they are better Free-Soilers than the Repub- 
lican party ? 

Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me to answer that question? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Weil, sir, I desire to 
submit some remarks myself upon this matter. 
| [Laughter. } 
| Mr. GROW. With the permission of the 

gentleman from Kentucky, 1 will read a short 
extract from a Buchanan paper published in my 
| district, which would answer directly the ques- 
‘tion put by the gentleman from Tennessee. 
| Mr. FLORENCE, What paper? 
| Mr. GROW. The Montrose Democrat, pub- 
, lished in Susquehanna county. 
|| Mr. FLORENCE. Thatis not sound authority. 
- Mr. GROW. I read from the leading Buch- 





I will yield tosee the | 


I will not say a | 


| 


If the gentleman from Ken- || 


| 
| 





States, delivered this session. 


anan and Breckinridge at i 


“If there exists such a thing as a ‘ slave power’ in ty; 
Republic, Mr. Grow has served it faithfully ; if fea 
miserable doughfaces in the American Congress, Mr. Grow 
is certainly one of them. Not three months ago M; 
Grow voted to plant slavery in free territory; the Demoe. 
racy repudiate him for the act. With all his Violent 
denunciation of slavery he has voted to extend and 
strengthen it. We defy him to point to the Democrat guilty 
of so mean and scurrilous an act.’? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. In ansWer to the ques. 
tion which the gentleman from Tennessee hag 

ropounded—and I suppose he propounded it for 

is party—I will say that, without taking up the 
time of the House by reading the extracts I have, 
I will collate the evidence upon this subject and 
publish it as a reply to his question, annexed to 
< rinted speech. 

r. SMITH, of Tennessee. I allowed the 
gentleman to interrupt me yesterday, and | only 
want to say to him that I want the evidence pro. 
duced here upbdn this floor, so that gentlemen can 
contradict or answer it as gentlemen did yester. 
day when questions were put to me by a gentle. 
man upon this floor. a a 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I will give the gentle. 
man the benefit of some I have with me, and 
will read first an extract from tite speech of Mr, 
TrumBuLL, of Illinois, in the Senate of the United 
He said: 


** You could not get the friends of Mr. Buchanan in Illi- 
nois to discuss the question of the expansion of slavery, 
They said that Kansas would be a free State; that it wag 
a libel on them when we charged that the effect, the pur- 
pose, the object of the repeal of the Missouri compromise 
Was to open Kansas to slavery. They said: ‘ Slavery will 
not go there; Kansas will be a free State ;’ and they dis- 
cussed other questions, and were very far from discussing 
this question of the expansion of slavery.’? 


Mr. ALLEN. I merely wish to say to the 
gentleman that the witness is not good authority; 
and that what he says is not true. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I leave the question 
of veracity where it belongs. I will now read 
an extract from a speech made by Senator Fes- 
SENDEN Maine, at this session, also: 


In my State, it was said, over and over again, by the 
leading men who advocated the election of Mr. Buchanan, 


that there was no difference between the two parties with “ 


reference to the extension of slavery over free territory. 
They claimed to be as strong and as firm on that subject, 
and in the desire to make Kansas a free State, as did the 
Republicans of the State of Maine. So it was universally, 
as far as I know anything about it, in the free States.” 


Mr. BURNETT. I would ask my colleague 
if he does not know the fact that both the wit- 
nesses he has introduced here, to establish the 
charge against the Democratic party, are distin- 
guished members of the Republican party, and 
acted with that party in the last campaign? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Certainly; and I ask 
the gentleman if he means to say that distin- 
guished members of the Republican party are not 
— witnesses to tell the truth? 

r. BURNETT. I regard them as competent 
to tell the truth; but when they are introduced 
here by a southern man to make an assault upon 
the Democratic party—which was the only party 
in the presidential campaign which stood by the 
Constitution as it was, and for the rights of the 
States as they were—I doubt the credibility of 
such witnesses. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. My reply is, that 
there is precious gjtle material in this House of 
the Democratic party from the North upon which 
to call for evidence; and standing, as I do, aloof 
from both the Democratic and the Republican 
parties, and acknowledging, as I certainly do, 
the individual capacity of gentlemen who are 
invested here with the high trust of representa- 
tion to state a fact truly, | would call upon them 
to teli the truth upon a question of fact as soon 
as I would upon a member of the Democratic 
party, or a member of the American party. 

But the point Iam driving at is to ascertain 
what the course of the Democratic party of the 
North was in the recent canvass. e have here 
a statement from the Senator from Illinois as to 
the course of the Democratic party in that State 
upon the proposition of what we call squatter 
sovereignty. I understand the statement of the 
Representative from Illinois [Mr. ALien] to be & 
flat contradiction. Now, I would like to know 
of the gentleman from Illinois whether the Demo- 


cratic party of the State of Illinois accords with _ 


or denounces the doctrine of squatter sovereignty 
as stated by Genera) Cass? Answer yes or no. 


1856 
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Mr. ALLEN. I will net answer the question 





will answer the gentleman’s question before I 
hich the gentleman puts by ay or no. I will take my seat. I call attention to the fact that the | 
¥ et if he will give me time. | gentleman, with all his astuteness and experience, 
oor H. MARSHALL. Then I invite the || and with my example before him of panne S 
; tleman from Illinois to occupy his own time || categorical answer to the question put me, de- 
‘answer my question. || clines to answer categorically the question I put 
af ALLEN . I would like to answer the : 
ntleman’s question now. || Mr. QUITMAN, What is your question ? 
eer. H. MARSHALL. If the House will || Mr. H. MARSHALL. Does Mr. Mason 
suspend the rule which limits me to an hour, I | announce Democratic doctrine when he construes 


| 
| 
{ 


men, interrupt me as much as they desire; but || defined in your platform at Cincinnati, to be that 
’ 
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|| law for the government of the Territory, had no 


| such power. He was against the inherent popu- 


\| lar pn but did not touch the question 


| that presses, erhaps that is the kind of squatter 
sovereignty which the Senator from Virginia 


|| is against also. What I mean by squatter sov- 
| to him. 


ereignty I will proceed to define. I assert the 


|| proposition, that the people of a Territory, while 


it is a Territory, whether with law or without 


|| law—no matter whether Congress has passed a 
would like to have that gentleman, and all gentle- || the principle of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, as || law giving them the power or not—have no right, 


| and Congress cannot give them the right, to 





if am to be confined to my hour, of course | 1 the people of a eran organized under 
cannot yield to have speeches injected into mine. || 


( | the organic law, but while they remain in the 
It does not seem to me to be a very difficult prop- || territorial condition, have the right to determine 





osition, however, for gentlemen upon that side | for themselves, through a Territorial Legislature, | 


of the House to answer affirmatively or nega- | and before they are about to adopt a State con- 
tively, whether the Democracy of their section || stitution, whether or not the institution of slavery 
sustain the ‘* popular sovereignty doctrine as || should exist among them? 
roclaimed by General Cass. : 
| will read another portion of testimony, which || opinion which the gentleman draws from the short 
comes from the South; and I want southern Dem- || extract he has read is the opinion of Mr. Mason 


ocrats to respond here in the face of the nation, If itis, then I dissent from it. I do not believe | 
enty | 


whether they indorse the sentiment. I read a || that the people of a Territory possess soverei 
statement of the principle of the Kansas bill made 
bya Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] during 
this session, in the other branch of Congress: 


« Now, what was the issue presented in the last canvass 
in the State so ably represented by the honorable Senator 
on this floor, or anywhere else, I know not; but I do know 
what was the issue on this subject which was presented in 
the political platform adopted at Cincinnati by the Dem- 
ocratic party. That issue was the doctrine of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. What was that? The territorial govern- 
ment Was 80 organized there as to admit citizens of all the 
states, whether free or slave, to take their property into the 
Territories; and when they organized themselves, or were 
organized under the law, into a legislative body, then to 
determine for themselves whether this institution should 
exist amongst them ornot. The specific difference is, that 
under the Kansas law citizens from the slave States might 
go into the Territory with their property; citizens from free 
States might go there holding no such property, and, when 
they got there and met in common council as a legislative || 
body, they should determine whether the institution should 
prevail; whereas the party which the honorable Senator is || 
now representing here declares that, in the organic law 
creating the government in the Territory, there shall be a || 


| of any kind until that sovereignty is delegated by 


| Union. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 


party north hold the doctrine of squatter sover- 


| by the gentleman from Mississippi, I would like 
‘to know on which of them Mr. Buchanan was 
| elected to the Presidency ? 

| Mr. QUITMAN. I have no time to enter 
into details, or to refer to the sentiments held by 





principle, and go with those who hold the same 
rinciples that Ido. I have confidence that the 
emocratic party throughout the length and 
breadth of the land hold the sentiments on this 
subject which I have just expressed. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I will tell the gentleman 


prohibition in limine, that no slaves shall go there. That || from Kentucky that the speech of Senator Ma- ! 
son as reported and read by the gentleman, does | 


was the issue presented by the platform adopted at Cin- 
cinnati.”? 


, not express his views on this subject. He and 
I ask the southern Democrat whether he in- || every member from Virginia upon this floor re- 


dorses that as the philosophy of politics upon || pudiate the doctrine of squatter sovereignty as 
which Mr. Buchanan triumphed? I ask hrm to || promulgated by General Cass. A Senator from 
assert or deny it; for the first principle with pub- || Illinois [Mr. Trumpuxt] came here this morning 
lic men in a Government carried on by the intel- || and reported that Mr. Mason had made such a 
ligence and reposing on the virtue of the people, || speech as the gentleman refers to. I called on 
should be to explain their construction of consti- || Mr. Mason in reference to the matter, and he 


tutional power so that all may understand them. || told me that he repudiated the doctrine of that 
Mr. QUITMAN, . Will the gentleman yield speech, and would correct it. 


to me? , | Mr. H. MARSHALL. Ah! correct it. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Fora response, with- Mr. McMULLIN. It is a misprint. 


out a speech, I will. Mr. H. MARSHALL. No, it is nota mis- 
Mr. QUITMAN. I am ready to make a re- || print. I heard it with my own ears. 
sponse to the question for myself and that portion Mr. McMULLIN. Does the gentleman say 
of the Democratic party South that thinks with || that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] 
me, but I decline to answer categorically and on || sustains the doctrine of that speech ? 
the terms proposed. However, while the gentle- Mr. H. MARSHALL. I do not say what 
man is defining his own position, let me ask him || sentiments Mr. Mason entertains; nor do I quote 
whether he believes Congress possesses the con- || from him except to ascertain the true Democratic 
stitutional power to inhibit a7 in the Terri- || doctrine, and to assist in establishing the prin- 
tories of the United States while they are Terri- || ciples decided by the last election. (Laughter. ] 
tories? I cannot say, except from the speech, where the 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. If so humble an indi- || distinguished Senator from Virginia stands. 
vidual as myself could have €ttracted the gentle- || But I do mean to say that [ happened to be 
man’s notice, he would have had a categorical || oe and heard the speech of the Senator from 
answer to that question in a speech made by me irginia. It was spoken substantially as re- 
during the last session. Inthatspeech I distinctly || ported, and with a precision that left upon m 
stated that I do not believe Congress has power | mind no doubt that he was expressing his senti- 
to prohibit slavery from going into the Territories || ments. I am happy to hear that he will correct 
of the United States. it; and I am aaa to know from the gentleman 
Mr. QUITMAN. I will, then, ask the gen- || from Virginia, [Mr. McMutuin,] that the senti- 
tleman—— ment is not responded to by any gentleman rep- 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. The gentleman seems || resenting the State of Virginia upon this floor. 
to have reversed our relations. hen I am try- Mr. McMULLIN. Not by any member from 
ing to ascertain the position of the Democratic | Virginia; and if the gentleman from Kentucky 





party, he proposes to occupy my‘time in ascer- || will call upon Senator Mason, he will learn that 

taining my position. 
Mr. QUITMAN. It is not my intention to || squatter sovereignty. ; 

embarrass the distinguished gentleman from Ken- Mr. H. MARSHALL. This doctrine of 


that Senator utterly repudiates the doctrine of 
tucky. my only object is to learn where he squatter sovereignty is variously defined. I heard 
on the 


| 


stands constitutional power of Congress. || it defined by a distinguished Democrat in my 
If he does not hold that Congress has power to 
inhibit slavery in the Territories, then where does 


that power rest, under our system of govern- 
ment? 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I will not. be drawn 
from my line of argument; but, if I have time, I 


right to decide on the question of the establish- 
| ment or exclusion of slavery at the time of 
forming a constitution and State government, the 
first squatters, before the passage of an organic 


Mr. QUITMAN. [I do not believe that the | 


the States, through Congress, under the power | 
delegated to Congress to admit States into the | 


If the Democratic | 


| eignty as proclaimed by General Cass, and the | 
| Democratic party south hold the doctrine as stated | 


various individuals in this country. I stand on || 


own section of the country last summer, to be, | 
that while the people of a Territory have the | 


| exclude slavery from that Territory. 


Mr. McMULLIN. That is my doctrine. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. Very well, that is 
|, what I denounce as squatter sovereignty. There 

I take my position, and there I took my position 

during the late canvass. And it was because the 
| position taken by the Democratic party upon 
this point was construed to mean just what the 
|| speech of the Senator from Virginia says it did 

mean, that I announced everywhere upon the 
| stump in my own State, that there was nota whit 
difference between the principles put forth by the 
| northern branch of the Buchanan Democracy, 
| and those held by the moderate portion of ihe 

Frémont Republican party. I said that, so far 
| as I was concerned, 1 would not toss a copper 
between them, since the active restriction advo- 
cated by the one and the squatter sovereignty 
advocated by the other, with equal certainty de- 

rived me ultimately of my constitutional right. 

had about as lief be told I should not carry my 
| slave to the Territory, as to tell me I might take 
|; him, but that the sword of Damocles should be 
|| all the time suspended over my head by a single 
|, hair. 
| Mr. QUITMAN. I would inquire if the gen- 
| tleman voted for the admission of California as 
|| the measure was presented by General Taylor? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I did vote for the 

| admission of California, and whenever the gen- 
|| tleman desires it I shall be happy to show him 
|| the reason why I so voted. 
Mr. QUITMAN rose. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, when- 
| ever I attempt to enlighten the people as to what 

are the principles and doctrines of the Democrati¢ 
| party, gentlemen do not allow me to get through 
\| with two consecutive remarks without interrup- 
\ tion. Let us have fairness and plainness about 
|| this matter. I come here with a speech not three 
| days old, delivered in the Senate, and I am toid 
|| that it does not contain the views of the gentleman 
|| who spoke it. 1 present statements brought into 
| the Senate by gentlemen occupying the distin- 
| guished positions of Senators, and I am told that 
they are not true, that the Democratic party did 
not go before the people of the North declaring 
themselves in favor of the doctrine of ‘* popular 
sovereignty,’’ or as opposed to the extension of 
|| slavery to the Territories. 

Mr. JEWETT. Mr. Speaker, the reference 
of my colleagae to his course and line of diseus- 
/ sion in the late canvass renders it proper that I 
| should propound to him a single question. Did 
you not, in your speech at the Big Spring, declare 
| that the Constitution did not carry slavery into 
the Territories ? 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I said nothing in any 
|| speech which I made in Kentucky, inconsistent 
\ with the exact statement I have made to-day. I 
|| will state now for the gentleman, for his party, 
|| and for the country, that I do hold that the Con- 
| stitution does not carry slavery into the Territories of 

the United States. "ha the gentleman make the 
| most of that. I never have held that the Con- 
|| stitution carries slavery into a Territory. — 
| Mr. KEITT. Does it carry any kind of 
pape Ste 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. No, sir, it does not 
| carry any kind of property there. Now, let my 
|| colleague answer. Will my colleague go before 
|| the people of Big Spring, and tell them that the 
Constitution does carry slavery into the Territo- 
ries ? 
|| Mr. JEWETT. I will. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. Then my 


| 











| 
it 


colleague 
| and I make the issue fairly. My position is this: 
| that the Constitution neither establishes ary 
|| domestic institution in a Territory, nor prohibits 
! it, but that the Constitution of the United States 

protects whatever of right exists there. ‘That is 





| 


‘my doctrine. I take the position held by Mr 





Clay. I would be as far from voting to-day to || 


extend slavery into a Territory as | would from 
prohibiting it. L am neither an Abolitionist on 
the one side, nora slavery propagandist upon the 
other. LI want the constitutional rights of Amer- 
ican citizens preserved. When the members of 
the Republican party say to me, ‘*We believe we 
have the power to prevent slavery from going 
into a Territory,’’ I ask them whence they derive 
that power? They must derive it from the Con- 
stitution, either in its express grant, or in the 
irresistible inferences and necessary implications 
from the grants. A citation was made by the 
Senator from Illinois, to whom I have referred, 


to prove theexistence of this congressional power, | 


but the decision of Chief Justice Marshall does 
not sustain the position of the Senator. I have 
brought the case into this Hall this morning in 
order to show from it that the decision falls far 
short of the proposition that Congress possesses 
the right to exclude slavery from a Territory. 
The decision referred to is in the case of Canter 
rs. the American Insurance Company, and is con- 
tained in the first volume of Peters’s Reports. It 
asserts the rieht of Congress to acquire a terri- 
tory, as deducible from the war power and the 
treaty-making power. It asserts the right of 
Congress to govern the Territory from necessity, 
constitutional grant, and possession of jurisdic- 
tion. I subscribe to all that. I assert that no 
other power except Congress has the right to 
govern a Territory—that the people of a ‘Terri- 


tory have no right to govern it, exeept as the 


right is coneeded to them by Congress. 1 may 


be asked, ** Do you not believe that Congress | 


has the right to exclude slavery?’’ No, sir, I 
do not believe it; forthe reason that Congress, in 
the exercise of its right to govern, cannot exceed 


the powers which belong to, and make up the | 
It has not original | 


essence of its own being. 
sovereignty, nor has the Government, of which 
itisa part. Congress is nothing atall exceptan 
instrumentality which has been devised by the 
original sovereign power in order to effect the 
objects stated in the preamble to the Constitu- 
tion. Where does ultimate original sovereign 
power rest, so far as this Government is con- 
cerned? Inthe States and in the people. What 
is not given in the distribution of .power con- 
tained in the Constitution, is reserved by the Con- 
stitution itself to the States and to the people. 
Such is the language of the instrument. The 
power to acquire is one thing, and the power to 
govern may result from it; yet the extent of the 
government must be limited by the power which 
exists in the nature of the being who governs. 
The Government of the United States has the 
power to govern, but it cannot govern outside of 
those powers with which it is itself endowed; 
and it has not the power to touch the domestic 
relations, It has no more power to touch those 
relations in a Territory than it has to touch them 
in a State. 

But what is the condition of the citizen of a 
Territory? Sir, he has no political rights. That 
is the Yanguage of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States. Men taik about the right of popular 
sovereignty, and the right of self-government. 
The Supreme Court have decided, in this very 
ease, that in a Territory a settler has no share in 
the government, except as it may be conceded to 
him by thisGovernment; and that he has no means 


- 5 . ‘ 
of self-zovernment until he comes to adopta State | 


consutution, 

Mark the language of the Court. Speaking 
of the condition of the people of the Territory of 
Florida, who were, by treaty, to be admitted to 
the enjoyment of the immunities, privileges, and 
rights of citizens of the United States, Chief 
Justice Marshall says: 

* They do not, however, participate in political power ; 
they do not share in the government Gill Florida shail 
become a State. In the mean time Florida continues a 
Territory of the United States, governed by virtue of that 
elause in the Constitution which empowers Congress ‘to 
make all needtul rales and regulations respecting the ter- 
ritory and other property belonging to the United States.’ 
Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belonging to 
the United States, winch has not, by becoming a State, 
acquired the means of self-government, may result, neces- 
early, from the fact, that it is not within the jurisdiction 
of any particular State, and is within the power and juris- 
diction of the United States. The right to govern may be 
the inevitable consequence of the right to acquire. Which- 
ever may be the source whence the power is derived, the 
possession of it is unguestioned.”’ 


There the Supreme Court points out distinctly 
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how the people ofa Territory can acquire the means 
of governing themselves. It is by becoming a State, 
and until that time they have no means of self- 
government. I acknowledge the people as the 
first source of political power; I acknowledge 
man’s capacity Qe self-zovernment; but I assert, 
at the same time, that these principles do not 
authorize, justify, or vindicate the usurpation of 
** squatter sovercignty’’ in a Territory belonging 
to the United States. Upon such a Territory the 
principles which are of the essence of our Gov- 
ernment must prevail, and the distinctions and 


limitations which characterize this Government | 


must have force and sway. They who assert 
squatter sovereignty under this inherent right 
of man to self-government, seem to forget our 
origin. Such an idea is false to our history, and 


leads toa misconception ot the powers both of | 


man as the individual, and men as the Govern- 
ment. We are ‘ distinct as the billows, but one 
as the sea.’? We were confederated as people in 
States, before this Government had an existence, 
and we acted as people in States in giving it exist- 
ence. The Constitution commences with ** We, 
the people of the United States;’’ but in the 
arrangement of its grants, the idea is preserved 
of States and a people acting in States, instead 
of the idea of an American people as a nation. 
To understand our Constitution this distinction 
must be always in view. To assert that man as 
an individual may, on territory of the United 
States, assume power independent of the rights 
and duties and liabilities of this Government, is 


which appertains to this Government. 

Now, my party—the American party—in the 
election winch has just past, took middle ground, 
refusing upon the one side the views of the Repub- 
licans, and on the other this doctrine of squatter 
sovereignty, which leads to the same result. 
We stood on the compromises of 1850. You 

_ never heard of any talking amongst us—any doubt 
where we stood on this question. The Wilmot 
proviso was primarily the principle repudiated 
in 1850 as an ingredient of legislation. The 
guarantee to the people of a Territory of freedom 
in their choice as to slave or free institutions, 
when they adopted a State constitution, was the first 

| principle asserted in the territorial bills of 1850, 
and the right of choice was limited to citizens of 
the United States. There we stood heretofore. 
There we will stand or fall. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. When the gentleman 
from Kentucky asserts that Congress has the 
power to protect slavery in the Territories, but 
no power to establish or to exclude it, does he 
also speak for the gentleman from the Buffalo 
district of New York, (Mr. Haven,] who belongs 
to the same party that he does? He says they 
all agree. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I think it is rather a 
strong game for the gentleman from North Car- 
olina to ask me to answer in reference to the 
sentiments of a gentleman from New York who 
is upon the floor now, and not ten feet distant 
from my interrogator. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
himself to say that the members of his party held 
the same opinion on this subject. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. ‘The gentleman will 
easily comprehend me if he will listen. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Does Mr. Fillmore, the 
gentleman’s candidate for the Presidency, agree 
with him on this question ? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. The leading principle 
of the compromise measures, I repeat, was the 
repudiation of the application of the Wilmot 
proviso. Mr. Fillmore agreed to that. He in- 
fluenced and sanctioned the compromises of 
1850, to the obtention of which the gentleman 
knows the repudiation of that principle was a 

_condition precedent. Mr. Fillmore took his 
stand before the country upon those compromises. 
He said that they were the indices of his views 
on this question; and they were so considered by 


|| his party. 

| "Mr. CLINGMAN. Did not General Cass 
| also support those compromise measures; and 
| does he not stand on them ? 

| Mr. H. MARSHALL. Let Mr. Fillmore and 
|| General Cass define their own positions. Mr. 
| Fillmore came into the contest of 1856 with the 
i declaration in his mouth, that he stood on the 


to trench upon that separate existence our people | 
maintain in States, and that limited character | 


The gentleman took it on | 
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— 
} compromises of 1850, and he referred to his aq. 
ministration as the guide and model of wha 
might be expected from him in the future, 
eneral Cass said that he stood on the princi. 
| ples of the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and at Phija. 
| delphia, immediately after Mr. Buchanan’s no. 
| ination, in the presence of a multitude, he de. 
| fined it to be the right of the people of the Ter. 
_ritories to govern themselves, pending 
| territorial form of government. 
tleman indorse that doctrine ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will answer the gentle. 
man with great pleasure, if he will give me the 
| time. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I have but little time 
left to myself. The American party in the recent 
| presidential struggle supported Mr. Fillmore, on 
the ground that while they are not in favor of 
slavery propagandism on the one hand, they do 
not favor slavery exclusion from the Territories 
through congtessional instrumentality on the 
other. That is the ground they occupied, and 
which they still occupy. Such being the case, 
they hold principles in antagonism to those of the 
Republican party, and in antagonism to those of 
the doctrine of squatter sovereignty. 

I have heard Democrats say that they take the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill as it is; that it is like the 
Bible, which opens the way to salvation, and 
/everybody has the right to construe it as he 

pleases. Such is the peculiar facility in the Dem. 
| ocratic party. They assail a man at one time, 
|| and take him into its embrace at another, without 
any change of his principles. Look at the Van 
|| Burens. A year ago a Democrat would have 
‘| contented himself with the cynical declaration so 
'| characteristic of the party, ** I do not recognize 
them;’’ but now they are in full feather as Demo- 
crats. They go before the people, and take the 
| Kansas-Nebraska bill because it indorses, justi- 
‘| fies, and establishes squatter sovereignty, and 
|| they say that is the reason they uphold it. My 
| friend from Tennessee [Mr. Smiru]} goes on the 
‘| stump with one of them, and finds nothing in his 
|| speech but pure Democracy. [Laughter.] 
| I was one of the men who pledged themselves, 
in a manifesto, to stand by the compromise 
/measures of 1850. I intend to stand or fall by 
I hold the principle of congres- 


thei 
Does the on. 


! 


| those measures. 
, sional non-intervention in the establishment of 
| the social institutions of a Territory to lie at the 
|| foundation of our system; and I do not under- 
| stand that the Kansas bill, with the squatter-sov- 
| ereignty construction, carries out that principle. 
I warn gentlemen to determine whether the squat- 
ter-sovereignty doctrine is*a part of the Demo- 
|eratic platform before they drink deep at the 
|| Pierian spring. All I want is that we of the 
| slaveholding States shall in the future understand 
where we are. I believe that Congress has the 
right to govern the Territories, but that the ex- 
tent of the exercise of the power must be limited 
to the sphere in which this Government itself has 
power conferred upon it, and to the objects for 
which it was itself instituted. I believe that the 
political power of the people of the Territories 
must be derived from Congress, and that they 
can exercise no political power but that which is 
conceded by Congress, until they form a State 
constitution. I believe that Congress has no 
right to circumscribe, or exclude, or establish 
slavery in a Territory. 
Mississippi, that the é¢ase of California was one 
in which Congress failed to perform its duty of 
|| giving a civic government to a Territory, and her 
people exerted a power which did not belong to 
them except as a revolutionary power; but it was 
exerted to form a republican State, and Congress 
admitted her, and thus sanctioned the exercise 
| of a power by her people because they had the 
| necessary population, and had done what ultt- 
mately they might have done legitimately, and 
because we thought it was better to let her 10, 
| even though she approached the 0 irregu- 
‘ 








larly, than to attempt to force her back to a pro- 
vincial existence; and lastly, her admission was 
one of a series of measures which promised to 
compose a disturbance of the Union, which was 
the paramount desire of the men of that day. 

I have tried, sir, to ascertain what the position 
of the Democratic party is on a question that 1s 
vital to the safety and equality of the South, and 
if I hayp failed, the people will see the cause—— 

(The hammer fell.] 


—_——— 


I answer my friend from © 
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~ Mr. ORR. 


of the President had been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered 
House is unusual; and I, therefore, on the very 
day on which it opened, voted to sustain the 
jemand for the previous question on the motion 
torefer. I am only induced now to say anything, 
in consequence of what has fallen from my dis- 


tinguished friend from Kentucky, [Mr. H. Mar- | 


sHaLL,] who has just taken his seat. Before I 
commence, however, I would like to inquire of 
my honorable friend from Kentucky whether, if 
he had been a member of the last Congress, he 
would have voted for the passage of the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Does the gentleman 
want me to answer ? 

Mr. ORR. Certainly. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL, I will say this, in 
reply to the question of the gentleman, so far as 
the bill touches power over slavery—with the 
southern construction of the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill I would have voted for it; with the 
northern construction I would not have voted for 


it. 

Mr. ORR. Every gentleman who occupied a 
seat in this Hall, when that bill came to be passed 
upon, had to determine for himself what con- 
struction it was susceptible of. Now, I desire to 
know of the gentleman from Kentucky whether, 
if he had then been a member of the House, what 
construction he would have given it, and whether 
upon that construction he would have voted for 
or against it? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman wants 
me to construe the bill, I will do it. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to have the gentleman 
answer the question so as to make it intelligible. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Iam like the Dem- 
ocrats. It seems that I cannot make myself 
intelligible. But I will explain. In my opinion, 
the nineteenth clause, I believe it is, of the Ne- 
braska bill contains a guarantee that the States 
to be formed out of the Territory shall be admitted 
with or without slavery, as the constitution of 
such State shall itself determine. That I regard 
as conclusive and sufficient on the subject. 

In regard to the proviso contained in the thirty- 
second section, if I had been here I should have 
done as the gentleman from Tennessee from the 
Nashville district [Mr. Zotuicorrer] did, and 
asa good many other old Whigs did; I should 
have construed that proviso as consistent with 
the express guarantee in the nineteenth section, 
and I therefore, with this construction, should 
have voted for the bill. But when I find distin- 
guished men of the Democratic party attempting 
to give a subsequent construetion to the bill, and 
destroy the guarantee thus given by introducing 
the new and dubious principle of squatter sov- 
ereignty—lI say, that if that is to be the construc- 
tion of that bill, I place my foot right there, and 
I am against the dense bill. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman has not answered 
my question yet. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL Then I cannot. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman will answer 
my question, either one way or the other. It is 
a matter of no consequence, so far as the point at 
which I wish to arrive is concerned, what con- 
structions may have subsequently been given. 
Every member of the House, at the time of the 

assage of the Nebraska bill, construed it for 
iimself; and I ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether, with the construction he would have 
given it, he would have voted for it? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If it does not carry 
with it the power of the people of the Territories 
to exclude slavery before the time for their ad- 
mission as States, I would have voted for the bill. 
If it does, I would have voted against it; and I 
should have ascertained certainly which ground 
was taken before [ voted. 

Mr ORR. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
ability and experience enough to know, that 
when he, asa member of this 
he does it according to the convictions of his own 
judgment and conscience, and not from the con- 
structions which subsequent Congresses and sub- 
sequent parties may give to the measure under 
consideration. But F will put the question to the 
gentleman from Kentucky in another form. 
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ouse, casts a vote, | 











I will answer the gen- 


I would vote to repeal that clause of the bill upon 
which the difference of opinion arises. 


only that clause? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Only that clause, so 
| far as this question is touched. There are other 
| clauses to which I am opposed, and always have 
| been. 

Mr. ORR. Do I understand the gentleman, 
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I had not intended to have partici- || Would the gentleman vote now to repeal the 
vated in this debate, at least until the message | Nebraska bill ? 

| Mr. H. MARSHALL. 
| tleman in this way: guided by the attempts that || he knew would be unpopular with many Demo- 
/are being made by the northern Democracy to || crats, and hence produce discord. 
| construe the bill one way, and of the extreme 
/southern Democracy to construe the bill in the 


| 
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House 


as their candidate for the Speakership, 


|| the gentleman from Kentucky tried in various 
| ways to identify him with a construction which 


\ He failed then 
to accomplish the iesult, and now renews the 


| effort against the entire party, to weaken it North 


|| feature of the Nebraska-Kansas bill. 
|| object sought to be accomplished in the introduc- 


then, to say that, if he had been a member of the | 


House during the last Congress, with the con- 


| struction given by himself to the Nebraska bill, | 


| he should have voted for it as it was then framed 
, and presented ? 

| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I have already said, 
that if, had construed it as southern Democrats 
and southern Whigs construed it, I should have 
voted for it; butif | had dreamed of the construc- 


| crats, I should have voted against it. 
| Mr.ORR. Then I understand the position of 


| struing the Nebraska bill as his own judgment 


| 


the gentleman from Kentucky to be this: in con- | 


1 


| Opposite direction, if the question were to arise, || and South. 


Now, I desire the gentleman to understand 


|| that the Democratic party, North or South, do 
Mr. ORR. Would the gentleman vote to repeal || not attach the importance to this issue on squat- 
|| ter sovereignty which he seems to attach to it by 


the attempts he has made to magnify it as the chief 
The great 


tion and passage of that bill was this: the continual 
agitation of the slavery question upon the floors 
of Congress had produced discord and dissention 
here; it had alienated the different portions of 
the Confederacy from each other, and was threat- 
ening the existence of the Government itself, and 
hence it was thought best by a majority of the 
members of the Congress in 1854, to transfer as 


|, far as possible this agitation from the Halls of 
|| Congress to the Territories themselves. 
|| the great and leading feature in that bill was to 
tion which has been given it by northern Demo- | 


Hence 


| transfer the legislation and power of Congress on 


} 


| would have dictated, he should have voted for | 


| it; but knowing as he now does that there are | 


| others who construe it differently, he should vote 


| against it. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire 


| misunderstood, and I therefore say to m 
from South Carolina, that what the bill means 


not to be | 


| 


| of course depends upon the construction of the | 


| bill. 
| Mr. ORR. Exactly. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. Now if you who 


| passed the bill intend to say that the bill, as | 


it 
{ 


| 


the slavery, and all other subjects, to the Territo- 


| rial Legislatures, and let the popular will there 


shape and form the laws for their own govern- 
ment without restriction, save the proviso that 
such legislation should be consistent with the 
Constituuon and general laws of the United 
States. 

This was the great idea in the legislation of 
1854, and it has been indorsed in the late election 


friend || by the people. 


Now, | admit that there is a difference of opin- 
ion amongst Democrats as to whether this feature 
of squatter sovereignty be in the bill or not. But 
the great point upon which the Democratic party 
at Cincinnati rested was, that the government of 
the Territories had been transferred from Con- 


| passed, contains—no matter how—the doctrine || gress, and, carrying out the spirit and genius of 
of squatter sovereignty, then I say I am against it. || our institutions, had been_given to the poome of 


| Mr.ORR. The bill does not refer the matter || the Territorics. 


I am one of those who do not 


| of its construction to the Democratic party at all. || believe in the doctrine of sqatter sovereignty. I 
| It refers for its construction in all its parts to the | 
| courts, the proper tribunal for that object; and [ || lishes or recognizes squatter sovereignty within 
| will not be driven from my interpretation of the || 


|| bill because another man, or set of men, choose | 


| 


do not believe that the Kansas-Nebraska bill estab- 


the limits of the Territories of Kansas and Ne- 
braska; and the process of reasoning by which 


_to construe it differently. I will wait the decision || I reach that result is, that I see no authority in 
| of the courts before I will come forward and dis- || the Constitution of the United States which au- 
| trust the constitutional conclusions to which I || thorizes Congress to pass the Ned ag acres: or 


have come with reference to it. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. 

| do not feel disposed to visit any censure on those 
| in Congress a voted for the Kansas and Ne- 
| braska bill. If I had construed it as my friend 
| from South Carolina I presume construed it, I 
should have voted the same way. But that is a 
very different question from the matter which is 
now presented. 
tleman acts, by their Cincinnati platform, put 


A single remark. [| 


| 


| forth to the world,as the philosophy of the Ne- || the other 7 struck the true 
braska bill, and as the doctrine upon which they |} troversy, an 
were to go into the canvass, a particular construc- | 


| than it possesses itself. 


any anti-slavery restrictions in the Territories; 
and I do not apprehend how Congress, not having 
the power itself, can create an authorit a 
invest a creature with greater power and authority 
I know there are other 
gentlemen belonging to the Democratic party who 


| think that the Territorial Legislatures are invested 
| with authority to prohibit or introduce slavery 
The party with which the gen- || within the Territories. 


But the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Smrru] 
point in this con- 
it takes all the wind out of the 
sails of my friend from Kentucky, and leaves 


tion of that bill; and that construction, as stated || him high and dry upon land; and I invite his 
‘| attention to the statements and arguments in 


| by northern Democrats, sanctions squatter sover- 
elgnty—so say the most distinguished members 
of the northern section. I do not censure those 


_who voted for the bill, but I denounce it when || 


reference to it. 
I say, although I deny that squatter sovereignty 
exists in the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska 


gentlemen make it, with that construction, part || by virtue of this bill, it is a matter practically of 
|} little consequence whether it does or not; and lL 
Mr. ORR. The extent to which the Cincin- || think I shall be able to satisfy the gentleman of 


of their future creed. 


nati platform goes, as I understand it, is simply || that. The gentleman knows that, in every slave- 
'| holding community of this Union, we have local 


| this: it does not attempt to construe the Nebraska 
| bill at all. It announces, as a principle of the 
| Democratic party, that when the population of 


| a Territory is sufficient to entitle it to admission 


| into the Union, it shall come either with or with- 
| out slavery, as the people themselves shall de- 
| termine. It does not attempt to construe the 


|| Nebraska bill at all. 
|| ‘The gentleman from Kentucky during the last | 
| session of Congress was on more than one occa- 


sion very industriously and assiduously occupied 
in endeavoring to produce confusion and distrac- 
| tion in the ranks of the Democratic party. 


He | 
| was occupied with the effort to convince the || 


| country that the Democratic party was not stand- | 


_ing upon principle; and hence, when our distin- 
guished friend from Illinois [Mr. Richardson] 
| was nominated by the Democratic party in this 





| 
| 


| legislation and local police regulations appertain- 
| ing to that institution, without which the institu- 
tion would not only be valueless, but a curse to 
the community. Without them the slaveholder 
could not enforce his rights when invaded by 
others; and if you had no local legislation for the 
urpose of giving protection, the institution would 
. of no value. can appeal to every gentleman 
upon this floor who represents a slaveholding 
constituency, to attest the truth of what | have 
stated upon that point. ’ 
Now, the Raeietive authority of a Territory 1s 
invested with a discretion to vote for or against 
laws. We think they ought to pass laws in every 
Territory, when the Territory is open to settle- 
ment, and slaveholders go there, to protect slave 
| property. But if they decline to pass such laws, 
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what is the remedy? None, sir. If the peers | eare whether it was with a rope or a grape vine. 
of the people are opposed to the institution, and || [Laughter.] If both views take away from me 
if they do not desire it ingrafted upon their Ter- || my constitutional rights, it makes no difference 


ritory, all they have to do is simply to decline to || whether the deprivation be sudden, or slow but 
pass laws in the Territorial Legislature for its pro- || certain. 


——— 
SS 


tection, and then it is as well excluded as if the | 


power was invested in the Territorial Legislature, 
and exercised by them, to prohibit it. Now, f 


ask the gentleman, what is the practical import- | 
ance to result from the agitation and discussion of 


this question as to whether squatter sovereignty 
does, or does not, exist? Practically it is a mat- 
ter of little moment. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Do I understand the 
gentleman from South Carolina to take the posi- 
tion, thatif itis his constitutional right to take his 
negro into Kansas, or any other Territory, he 
believes that his right becomes of no practical con- 
sequence unless he has a Territorial Legislature 
which will protect him in holding that property ? 

Mr. ORR. No, sir. The gentleman from 
Kentucky lives in a slaveholding State, and 
knows that there must be peculiar laws passed 
within the limits of that State, for the purpose of 
securing that peculiar species of property. Sup- 
pose a party in a Territory inveigles away his 
slave, and there is no law making it a criminal 
offense, how do you reach him? Suppose an 
individual harbors your slave while in the Terri- 
tory, what remedy have you against him? What 
remedy have you to enforce the rights of the 
owner against trespassers and intermeddlers, 
unless you have a local Legislature to pass laws 
to enforce those rights? I undertake to say that 
in the State of Kentucky, if there were no local 
legislation to protect the institution, the institu- 
tion would be an unmitigated curse to the country. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. The Constitution pro- 


tects the slave as property. Itdoes notestablish | 


slavery or forbid it in a Territory. When the 


citizen goes into the Territory with his slave, | 


holding him as property, the political law of this 
country protects him in his property, whatever 


that property is of right, and the common law of || 
England furnishes him the remedies to assert his || 
right. If my slave is beaten I can maintain tres- | 
pass—if he is converted or detained, I can main- | 


tain detenue ortrover, ‘The remedies I draw from 
the common law, the right to my slave from the 


relation legally established in a State, and which | 


does not change by my passage to a Territory of 
my own country, where no law prohibits it. 

r. ORK. 
law which: the gentleman could appeal to would 


be the common law of the Territory. It certainly | 


would not be the common law of England. The 
Constitution of the United States gives to me, or 


recognizes, all the mere right of property I care | 
to have in _ slaves in a Territory. It recog- | 
orces it. Itis not the right of prop- | 


nizes and en 
erty in slaves I speak of as requiring protection; 
but it is the local legislation of the Territory to 
prevent that property being trespassed upon, 
tampered or interfered with by others. 


But I pass on. The gentleman said he told his || for the paucity of members of the Democratic | 


constituents, as I understood him, that he would 


not give the toss of a copper between the Buch- | 


anan Democracy of the North and the Frémont 
yarty. ; 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I want to be under- 
stood on this subject. 

Mr. ORR. And I wish to understand the gen- 


tleman; for the comparison he made was to me | 


somewhat singular. 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. I said that I would 
not give the toss of a copper for a choice between | 
the Wilmot-provisoism of Mr. Frémont and the | 


suspect that the only common | 


Mr. ORR. Did the gentleman feel no interest 
in the presidential contest just closed, as between 
the Democratic and the Republican party ? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I believed that the 
| Republican party only presented the distinctive 
feature of the Wilmot proviso on the slavery 
| question, and that it did not present any admin- 

istrative question. 
| Mr. STANTON. It presented the question 
of the Pacific railroad. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. The fact is, that I 
| did not examine the platform of the Republican 
| party very closely and fully. I stopped at the 
| threshold. Learning their doctrine of congres- 
| sional power to prohibit slavery in the Territo- 
‘| ries, | knew that I had nothing to do with them; 
‘| and in regard to the Cincinnati platform I found 
myself, as in days gone by, with all my antago- 
| nism to the Democratic party. With reference to 
one thing, I never did know whether there was 
— platform on it or not. I allude to the foreign 
policy of the country. Sometimes it was said 
, that the resolutions on that subject were a part 
of the platform, and at others that it made little 
| difference how men felt about them. 

| Mr. ORR. The gentleman replies to my 
| question with a good deal of qualification. I 
_have no doubt that it is my obtuseness which 
prevents me from clearly seeing what is his an- 
swer. Let me ask him another question. What 
would have been his position it Mr. Fillmore 
| had been out of the way? Or, if it was evident 
| that Mr. Fillmore could not be elected, by which 
party, the Democratic or Republican, does he 
| think the best interests of the country would be 
subserved ? 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I never contemplated 
|| that proposition, as | always knew he would be 
in the way; and what there is of us, we always 
will keep in the way. 

Mr. ORR. Not much in the way in November 
last. The gentleman twitted us for having so 
| few Demorrats on the floor as hardly to be able 
to speak forthe party. I had supposed that such 
a suggestion would have called up in the gentle- 
|| man’s mind the most unpleasant reminiscenses. 
|| It is true that the Democratic members who 
usually swell this side of the House were reduced 
|| in numbers in 1854-55. There was then a wave 
of Americanism, or Know Nothingism, which 
swept the country,and which brought my friend 
| from Kentucky into this House. But he did not 
ride that wave very far. When the organization 
of the House demanded the election of a Speaker, 
he found that unless he cut himself loose from 
those with whom he had acted previously, he 
‘| would be carried to a position from which there 
| would be no rescue in the future. It is to him 
and his coadjutors that the country is indebted 


ti} 


| 





party, and he 3s the last man that should refer to’ 
'| that fact, when he considers the sudden and dis- 
| astrous termination of his coalition with the 
|| northern Know Nothings. 
| Mr. H. MARSHALL. With the gentleman's 
permission, I will state just here that | have had 
|| no coalition with anybody outside of the Ameri- 
can party—pure and simple. 
| Mr. ORR. I ought to have used the word 
| affiliation. 


Mr.H.MARSHALL. Noraffiliation. During 
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vote for the candidate presented by the grea, 
bulk of the Know Nothing or American party 
in the North. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. If I did not vote fo, 
any of the eighty men the gentleman refers to 
because of their opinion on the slavery question, 
|| | would commend my example to his imitation’ 
| and advise him to get rid of northern Democratg 
|| who are not sound on that question with him, 
| Mr. ORR. There is a fable, gentlemen wel] 

recollect, of the fox who lost his tail. I refer 
re Need . to 
| it without intending offense. This fox went 
| about saying that it was fashionable to do with. 
out tails, and that all the other foxes had better 
cut theirs off. But they did notdo it. (Laughter, } 
; The gentleman’s northern associations were sud. 
denly terminated, and now he tries to persuade 
the country that all other parties at the North are 
| as faithless in upholding the Constitution as the 

Know Nothing or American party proved itself 

to be. The gentleman found that his affiliations 
|| in that quarter had resulted disastrously. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire to say that, 
knowing the party of the gentleman as I do, his 
fable has no application to them; they always 
run loose; they will never stop to examine the con- 
| dition of their tails. [Renewed laughter.] 

} Mr. ORR. Well, sir, the Democracy is pretty 
|, swift, as I have no doubt my friend from Ken- 
tucky, from the experience he has had in his own 
State during the recent canvass, has ascertained, 
Mr. Speaker, perhaps some allowance ought to 
|| be made for my friend’s exhibition this morning. 
|| He has evidently been suffering from some acer- 
|| bity of temper. Well, sir, losers have always the 
|| privilege of being grumblers; and my friend has 
seen, for the first time in twenty years, the power 
which has held an iron sway over the State from 
which he comes broken up. ‘* The scepter has 
departed from Judah.’’ Yes, sir, Kentucky, the 
daughter of Virginia, and natural ally of the 
|| mother, has at last placed herself in her proper 
| s 
| position. She has ranged herself under the Dem- 
| Ocratic banner. This circumstance, I have no 
doubt, has ruffled exceedingly the amiability of 
my friend from Kentucky. I have no idea that 
he has any kindly feelings towards the Dem- 
ocratic party, or that he could see any merit in 
any of the measures of that party. Itis at present 
asore spot. But, sir, it is to be hoped that time, 
which cures all our cares and troubles, and which 
can alone cure the wounds of the heart, may have 
a soothing effect upon the feelings of my hoot 
able friend, and that he will, in the course of a 
few months, be able to command sufficient phi- 
losophy to submit to the destiny which has been 
written for his party in the State of Kentucky. 
||) Mr. H. MARSHALL. There is no necessity 
|| for pronouncing any funeral oration upon me. 
|| The Democracy has no possible show in my sec- 
| tion of the country. 

Mr. ORR. It is always the dictate of wisdom 
to erect beacons to mark the place of wreck; and 
my friend from Kentucky 1s large enough to 
make a beautiful beacon to warn the unwary in 
the State of Kentucky. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. That beacon will al- 
ways be kept shining by those who have lighted 
it heretofore. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. ORR. I have said all that I desired to 
] say, and I close with a single remark. Let my 

honorable friend from Kentucky now understand, 
| and let him take it home with him and make 

what use he may see fit when he comes to make 
| another speech, that there is a difference of opin- 
| ion in the Democratic party as to the proper con- 
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squatter-sovereignty doctrine of the northern || I was voted for four or five times. 
Democracy. 


the contest for the Speakership for this Congress, struction of the Nebraska bill upon the doctrine 


I afterwards || of squatter sovereignty. Let him make the most 


|| voted for the gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. || of it. 


Mr. ORR. Am I to understand that the gen- | Funzer,] but not until after he had defined his || Mr. LETCHER. Ido not propose to engage in 


tleman, in the last presidential contest, did not || position on this very question, and when that 


care the toss of a copper whether the Democratic 
or the Republican party was successful? 


definition lost him the votes of his own colleagues, | 


who believed in the power of Congress to exclude 


Mr. H. MARSHALL. If the gentleman is || slavery from Territories. 
not astute enough to draw a distinction between || Mr. ORR. I do not find any fault with the 
a remark in regard to my general policy and one || gentieman’s action after he came here. My point 
in reference to a particular position, then L can- || is this: When he and gentlemen of the opposite 
not expect him to understand me. I refer the || side of the House were elected on the same cry 
gentleman to the connection in which I made the || of Americanism, then he had eighty or more 
remark on which he comments. I was speaking || associates in the North, instead of five. When 
of the practical consequences of the construction || he came here, he found he could not agree with 
referred to, and said that they were the same to || them, and severed the connection. e found 
us whether we had the Wilmot proviso or squat- || that his convictions of duty would not allow him 
ter sovereignty. If I was to be hung, would not || to stay with them any longer. He refused to 





the discussion of those questions of policy which 
have been examined by the gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky, (Mr. H. Marsmatt,] and the gentleman 
| from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] I propose to 
|| correct the history as furnished by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, |Mr. SHerman,] and also the 
history relating to slavery agitation, as furnished 
by the venerable gentleman from Ohio who sits 
over in the corner in ‘ Sleepy Hollow,’’ (Mr. 
|, Gropies.} 

| We have been told by gentlemen on the other 
|| side of the House that the Democratic party are 
|| responsible for the continual agitation of the sla- 
| very question; that they have introduced it and 
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kept it up in this Hall session after session; and 

that to that party is attributable the constant fer- 
ment and ill- feeling between the North and the 
South on this question. 

| have been here for six sessions, including the 

resent, and it is due to the truth of history to 
say, that at the opening of each session the elder 

entleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] has been 
c first, on almost every occasion, to introduce 
this subject into the debates of the House. He 
has made regular annual speeches upon the Pres- 
ident’s message, at each one of these sessions, 
if Lam not greatly mistaken, and has undertaken 
to give his views very much at length in each and 
all of those speeches, upon the slavery question, 
and the final disposition which, in his opinion, 
was to be made of it. 

When the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 
BexnettT,] on yesterday, had read at the Clerk’s 
desk a paragraph purporting to have been ex- 
tracted from a speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio, he was asked whether he ever uttered those 
or sumilar sentiments in this Hall in debate. I 

understood him to say, not that he had never 
uttered those sentiments, but that he had no 
recollection of having uttered them. 

I have here a published volume of the speeches 
of the gentleman from Ohio, which I found in 
the public library; and I propose to call attention 
to two or three passages in several of those 
speeches, for the purpose of showing that, if the 

entleman did not use the identical language em- 
Fodied in the extract then read, he has at least 
uttered the same idea, and, in some instances, 
the precise words. In his speech in this Hall 
upon the ‘* joint occupation of Oregon,” pages 
159, 160, I find the gentleman from Ohio reported 
as saying: 

« Last year, our southern friends expressed great anxiety 
for ‘'l'exas and the whole of Oregon.’ They now see diffi- 
culties before them; dangers present themselves to the 
further pursuit of their plan of territorial aggrandizement. 
They have suddenly called to mind the declaration of Brit- 
ish statesmen, that ‘a war with the United States will be 
a war of emancipation.’ They see in prospect the black 
regiments of the British West India Islands landing among 
them, and their slaves flocking to the enemy’s standard. 
Servile insurrections torment their imaginations; rapine, 
blood, and murder dance before their affrighted visions. 
They are now seen in every part of the Hall, calling on 
Whigs and Democrats to save them from the dreadful con- 
sequences of their own policy. Well, sir, I reply to them, 
this is your policy, not ours; you have forced us into it 
against our will and our utmost Opposition ; you have pre- 
pared the poisoned chalice, and we will press it to your lips 
until you swallow the very dregs. 

“T would not be understood as desiring a servile insur- 
rection; but I say to southern gentlemen that there are 
hundreds of thousands of honest and patriotic men who 
‘will laugh at your calamity, and will mock when your tear 
cometh.’ If blood and massacre should mark the struggle 
for liberty of those who for = have been oppressed and 
degraded, my prayer to the God of Heaven shall be, that 
justice, stern, unyielding justice, may be awarded to both 
master and slave. I desire that every human being may 
enjoy the rights with which the God of nature has endowed 
him. If those rights can be regained by the down-trodden 
sons of Africa in our southern States, by quiet and peace- 
ful means, U hope they will pursue such peaceful measures. 
But, if they cannot regain their God-given rights by peace- 
ful measures, I nevertheless hope they will regain them ; 
and, if blood be shed, I should certainly hope that it might 
be the blood of those who stand between them and free- 
dom, and not the blood of those who have long been robbed 
of their wives and children, and all they hold dear in life.” 


Here are passages in a speech delivered many 
years ago in this Hall, which embody ever 
exceptionable idea embraced in the extract whic 
was read yesterday by the gentleman from Mis- 
Bissippi, [Mr. Bennett,]| and about which the 
recollection of the gentleman from Ohio was 80 
much at fault. 

I find in this same book other references to 
which I desire to call attention, for the purpose 
of showing that these views have been again and 
—_ repeated by the gentleraan from Ohio. In 

dressing his prayers to the Throne of Grace, 
as he says he has repeatedly done, he has never 
asked God to avert the calamity of a servile in- 
surrection from his country, or save southern 
men, their families and homes, from bloodshed, 
rapine, and murder. 

On the 453d page of this same book, in a — 
headed ** Agitation of the Slave Question, 
gentleman said: 

“The le of Boston did not see fit to interfere be- 
tween the Administration and the ‘ negroes’ of that city. In 
the name of humanity I thank them for it, and assure them 
and the country that those whom I represent never will 
interferg insuch case. The citizen who would do so would 

te driven from decent society in northern Ohio. It is here, 
& this point. that I take issue with the supporters of this 








ing slaves is a flagrant usurpation of power, unauthorized 
by the Constitution. 
the law in detestation. They spurn and abhor it. I say, as 

I have often said, ‘ My constituents will not help you catch 
your slaves.’ They will feed the hungry, clothe the naked, 
and direct the wanderer on his way, and use every peace- 
ful means to assist him to regain his God-given rights. If 
you pursue your slave there, they will let you catch him, if 
you can. If he defends himself against you, they will 
rejoice. If you press him so, hard that he is constrained 
actually to slay you in self- -defense, why, sir, they will look 
on and submit with proper resignation. In such cases they 
will carry out their peace principles by abstaining from all 
interference.” 


ae hold that portion of 


Again, I read from the Congressional Globe 
of 16th } March, 1854, page 648, volume 28, part 
1, where I find the gentleman reported thus: 


Sir, I would intimidate no one ; but I tell you there is 
a spirit in the North which will set at defiance all the low 
and unworthy machinations of this Exeeutive, and of the 
minions of its power. When the contest shall come; when 
the thunder shall roll, and the lightning flash ; when the | 
slaves shall rise in the South ; when, in imitation of the 
Cuban bondmen, the southern slaves of the South shall 
feel that they are men ; when they feel the stirring emotions 
of immortality, and recognize the stirring truth that they 
are men, and entitled to the rights which God has bestowed 
upon them, when the slaves shall feel that, and when 
masters shall turn pale and tremble, when their dwellings 
shall sinoke, and dismay sit on each countenance ; then, 
sir, [do notsay, ‘ We will laugh at your calamity, and mock 
when your fear cometh,’ but | dosay, when that time shall 
come, the lovers of our race will stand forth and exert the 
legitimate powers of this Government for freedom. We 
shali then have constitutional power to act for the good of 
our country, and do justice to the slave.”’ 


When gentlemen upon the other side say that 
they never intend to interfere with it in the States, 
I call their attention to this declaration, and ask 
what it means, if it does not mean direct inter- 
ference with slavery wherever it exists? 


* Then will we strike off the shackles from the limbs of 
the slaves. That will be a period when this Government 
will have power to act between slavery and freedom, and 
when it can make peace by giving freedom to the slaves. 
And let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, that that time hastens. 
It is rolling forward. The President is exerting a power 
that will hasten it, though not intended by him. I hailit as 
I do the approaching dawn of that political and moral mil- 
lennium which I am well assured will come upon the 
world.” 

I call attention to these extracts from his 
speeches for the purpose of showing that these 
assaults upon southern institutions and southern 
men have been made by the nape from Ohio, 
and those who belong to his party, year after 
year, for a long series of years; and that, so far 
as their opinions and their power could have 
influence, they have not hesitated to use that 
influence and power in discussions upon this 
floor and elsewhere, with a view of bringing about || 
the evils and the woes pictured in these remarks. 
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nan | party for the language of the senior member 
from Ohio. 


Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman speaks of Gov- 
ernor Adams as a representative of the Demo- 
cratic party. I would state, for the information 
| of the gentleman, that Governor Adams repu- 
diates the character of a national Democrat. He 
was opposed to the State of South Carolina being 
represented in the Democratic Convention. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that Governor 
Adams supported Mr. Buch@an. Governor 
Adams bears the same relation to the Democratic 
party, asa supporter of Mr. Buchanan, as any 
on of the Republican ee bears to Mr. 

rémont, by — the Republican party. 

Mr. LET ‘CHER. I desire to get the gentle- 
man back to the point. He tells you he is a con- 
servative man, and stands upon the compromise 
measures of 1850, and yet he undertook to arraign 
the President of the United States, in an anti- 
slavery speech the other day, for introducing this 
controversy into the House. He tells you that 
all was quiet, that there was no agitation or excite- 
ment until the President of the United States by 
his conduct gave organization, form, and body 
to the Republican party of the North. 

Now, sir, let me call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to a historical fact. I came to Congress 
in December, 1851; and during the first session 
of my service in this body a couple of gentlemen 
from the State of Georgia (Messrs. Hillyer and 
Jackson) introduced resolutions indorsing the 
compromise measures as passed at the previous 
Congress. I ask the gamle eman from Ohio if he 
is not cognizant of the fact, that the party of the 
North with which he then acted—those who then 
professed to be conservative, and now complain 
that they have been driven by stress of circum- 
stances into the Republican organization, did not, 
to the number of seventy or eighty, vote against 
the finality of those compromise measures of 
1850, and repudiate their binding obligation as a 
settlement of the slaver question ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the conventions which 
represented both of the old political organizations 
the compromise measures of 1850 were declared 
to be a finality upon this — Those meas- 
ures were acquiesced in by nineteen twentieths 
of the = of Ohio by their political organ- 
izations. The Whig party and the a 











party in Ohio numbered ten times as man 


| the party which supported Joun P. Have. ah 


I say again, had it not been for the disturbance 
of this question in 1854, such a thing as agitation 
| of the slavery question could not possibly come 


They talk about knocking off the chains from the } from the northern States, or any considerable 
limbs of the slave. To what slaves do they refer? portion of them. 


Anywhere else than in the limits of the southern 


Mr. LETCHER. If the Whig party of the 


States of this Union? Anywhere else than in | State of Ohio, to which the gentleman then be- 


those portions of the southern States which have 
been ceded to the Federal Government, either for || 
local purposes in this District, or for ‘local pur- 
poses connected with navy- yards and dock-yards, 
to enable this Government to be carried on? 
Where else are these slaves to be found? The 
conclusion is irresistible, that they mean to inter- 
fere with it in the States, and that such has been 
their settled purpose for ‘long years past. 

Then [ call upon the younger gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. SHerman,] who told us that he be- 
longed to the conservative party of the country, 
that he stood upon the platform of the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, and that he was willing | 
to stand there still, to explain how it is that he 
is at this time in party association and political 
communion with the senior member from his own 
State, [Mr. Gippives ?} 

Mr.SHERMAN. Before answering that ques- 
tion, | will ask the gentleman whether he ap- 
proves of the recent message of Governor Adams, 
of South Carolina? 


| 
| 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


' 


| 
| 


| longed, acquiesced in the compromise measures 
| of 1850, will he be good enough to staté how they 
happened to send Mr. Wane to the Senate of the 
United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think he was sent in 1850. 

Mr. LETCHER. He has been reélected since, 
and was sent by the party of which the gentle- 
man is a member. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Wane was elected to 
the United States Senate in 1549 asa Whig, and 
that was before the compromise measures of 
1850. He hasbeen since reélected asa Republican. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman from Ohio 
tells us that he indorsed the compromise measures 
of 1850. Now those measures repudiated the 
Wilmot proviso. Did the gentleman indorss 
them with that understanding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I indorsed the sentiment 
which I understood to be at the basis of those 


| measures, and that was, that the question of 


} 


Mr.LETCHER. I do not; butthat has nothing || 


slavery was settled in every State and Territory 
beyond the danger of interference. 


r. LETCHER. Then gentlemen indorsed 


to do with my question, or the subject I am dis- || the compromise measures of 1850, so far as 


cussing. 


they met their approbation, and rejected them 


Mr. SHERMAN. When the gentleman quotes | where they did not square up with their peculiar 


the language of a particular member, able to de- | 
fend himself, let him not attribute that language 
to a party. ‘Let him make his language personal 
to the gentleman referred to, and not to a party. 
I might as well condemn the party which Gov- 
ernor Adams supports because of his language. 
I might as well condemn the party to which the 
tleman from Virginia belongs for Governor 
dams's language, as he condemn the Repub- | 


1 notions. 


| 
| 


call on him to explain his 


Now, the gentleman says that the Re- 
publican organization has been always opposed 
to any interference with the rights of the master 


|| to his slaves in the States; but, when I call on 
| him to explain the sentiments of his senior col- 


league, he tells me that he is not responsible for 
those sentiments, and that I have no right te 
olitical connection 


/ with him. I understand that he and his colleague 
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both stand upon the Philadelp 


form, and indorse its principles and policy. \| 


Mr. SHERMAN. 1 ask the gentleman | Mr. LETCHER. Thatis rather an unreason- | 
Mr. LETCHER. Does the gentleman stand || able request. Let the gentleman answer the || 
upon that platform and indorse its principles ? || question, and say whether he approves or disap- 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 stand upon the Philadel- || proves of those sentiments thus proclaimed to the 
phia platform, which alleges that Congress has || country by Mr. Sewarp.? 
the power, and that it is its duty, to prohibit the Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot answer a ques- 
extension of slavery to the Territories of the | tion of that kind yes or no; but I will state briefly | 
United States. || my opinions on the subject. But from what 

Mr. LETCHBR. T understand that the gen- || book does the gentleman read ? 
tleman’s colleague (Mr. Gippineés] aided in con- Mr. LETCHER. From a pamphlet copy of || 
structing the platform upon which the gentleman | the speech of Hon. R. W. Thompson, of In- 
stands, and upon which the Republican party in , diana, delivered at Terre Haute, on the 11th day 
the North have taken their position. The gen- | of August, 1855. Do you deny what I have || 
tleman now repudiates him, but clings to the plat- || read to be a true extract from Mr. Sewarp’s || 
form which he aided to construct. Let me ask || Cleveland speech ? 
him whether he holds Mr. Sewarp to be asound || Mr. SHERMAN. I do not. 

Republican, standing fairly on the platform, and Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Sewarp uses the fol- | 
maintaining its principles and policy? Does he || lowing language in anotber place on the same 

indorse the sentuments of Messrs. Sewarp and || subject, and in the same speech, and I ask par- 

Wiison on the subject of slavery, as they have | ticular attention to the paragraph I shall shortly 

been repeatedly declared ? read: 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can best answer the gen- “The task is as simple and easy as its consummation 
tleman by asking him a question. Have the || will be beneficent, and its rewards glorious. It requires 
peculiar sentiments of my colleague been put into oe this amg rule = action : To do everywhere, 

. ; ¢ . y occasion, what we can, and not to neglect or 
the Republican platform? If they have not, 1 am |! refuse to do what we can, at any time, because at thal precise 
not responsible tor them; if they have, | am. time and on that particular occasion we cannot do more. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 will not occupy the time || Circumstances determine possibilities.”? 
of the House by reading the Republican plat- These men of the Republican party intend to 
form. [ may perhaps incorporate it into my | effect some purpose. They intend to control 
speech. ‘The gentleman, instead of answering my || this question in some way. They will relieve 
question, returns to his colleague. 1 ask him | their country of this evil (as they call it) in the 
whether Mr. Sewarp is not in full communion |, mode best calculated, in their judgment, to ac- 
with the party to which he belongs; and whether | complish that result. It is exactly with political 
his doctrines are not recognized to be those of that || organizations as it is with man. When he has 

arty? an object to attain, he bends all his energies to 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are no more the doc- | reach it. Mr. Sewarp again says: 
trines of the Republican party, as I understand ** ConsTtruTions and laws can no more rise above the 
it, than those of Governor Adams, of South Car- || Virtue of the people than the limpid streain can climb above | 
olina, are those of the Democratic party. So with sete ype aps peng v0 he woe hs hong ag 4 
Van Buren and others. 


wollte , : that they are taught in the schools and in the churches; 
Mr. LETCHER. [T learn that the Governor || reform your own code, extend a cordial welcome to the 


of South Carolina, so far from being a Democrat, fugitive who lays his weary limbs at your door, and defend 

: him as you would your paternal gods; correct your own 
time , tio : » . || 7 ) | BO 

and acting in connection with the Democratic error, that slavery has any constitutional guarantee which 

party, and approving its principles and measures, || may not he released, and ought not to be relinquished. Say 

would not acknowledge any connection with it, | to slavery, when it shows its bond, [that is, the compromise 


and opposed the platform upon which our candi- of the Constitution,] and demands its | pe of flesh, that 


: : ie as ee a , | if it draws one drop of blood, ¢ its life shall pay the forfeit,’ 
dates _ m" Presidency and Vice Presidency &e. Do all this, and inculcate all this, in the spirit of | 
were elected. 


ve moderation and benevolence, and not of retaliation and 
Mr. ORR. He was a Whig in 1840. fanaticism, and you will soon bring the parties of the country 
Mr. LETCHER. The senior gentleman, re- 


into an effective AGGRESSION UPON SLAVERY. Whenever 
° the public mind shall will the abolition of slavery, the way 
pudiated by his colleague from Ohio, was in the ' a ee ' 
convention at Philadelphia which framed the 


will open for it. 
**T know that you will teH me that this is all too slow. 

Republican platform, and nominated John C, | Well, then, go faster, if you can, and I will go with you.” | 
Frémont, and he stood shoulder to shoulder Will gentlemen tell me that language like this, 
with him during the late canvass. We did not || uttered by a man universally admitted to be a || 
hear then that there was any disagreement be- | man of very fine intellectual ability—a man who || 
tween them in regard to the platform or the prin- || understands the force of language, perhaps, as 
ciples which lie at its foundation. _ well as any man in the country, does not war- 

L have called attention to this matter for the | rant the charge,that the Republican party design 
purpose of showing that it has been part and || to interfere with slavery in the States? He here 
parcel of the system of these gentlemen for years, | indicates the plans and views which he believes | 
not only to war on the institauon of slavery in | his connection with the Republican party will 
the District of Columbia and in the’ Territories, || enable him to accomplish. 
but also to war against that institution in the 
several States where it then and now exists. I 
will read an extract from a speech made by Mr. 
Sewarp at Cleveland, Ohio, in 1848. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That was before the Re- 








—— 








| slavery. 





But I tell gentlemen that he is not the only one. 
There is another gentleman, holding a high place 
in the Republican party, who has uttered language 

I party nguas 
looking to the same result. I allude to Senator 
Wirson, of Massachusetts. In his letter to Wen- 
publican party existed. dell Phillips, he says: | 

Mr. LETCHER. But its present leaders were *«T hope, my dear sir, that we shall all strive to unite and 
born, and had a political existence and position at || combine al! the friends of freedom; that we shall forget 

» | each other's fauils and shortcomings in the past, and all | 
that ume. | labor to secure that cooperation by whieh lon THE SLAVE 

. > y 7 . ele se: i o secure that coopers \ ned > THE SL 

Mr. SHER MAN. I ask the gentle man if it || 3 <u as EMANCIPATED, and the domination of his master 
would be a fair mode of argument for the enlight- | broken. Let us remember that more than three millions of 
enment of the people, to notice the opinions of || bondmen, groaning under nameless woes, demand that we | 
all the Democrats who have voted with that party | a eS een each other, and that we labor for | 
from the foundation of the Government to the vir ; . . 

This letter was written by Senator Witson 

present time, and to allege that the Democratic ‘ ori 

: , on the 20th of June, 1855; and I call the atten- 
party now holds sentuments which it has dis- | |. : 
aoa’ | tion of the genUeman from Ohio (Mr. SHermay] |) 

- E p to the fact, that the Republican party was then 
Mr. LETCHER. We can better settle the b R 
. > orn, and that Mr. Wirson was a prominent || 
question by reading the sentiments of Mr. Sew- | ; ee . 1 
: : member of it. Again, in his Tremont Temple | 
akD, and then ascertaining whether the gentleman | sunt. dilicadta tn Main. bs exve: || 
from Ohio will now indorse or repudiate them. ok ; , a 
Mr. 8 se ** Send it abroad on the Wings of the wind that I am com- | 
tf. SEWARD Says: |, mitted, fully committed, committed to the fullest extent, in || 

“ Slavery can be limited to its present bounds; it can be || favor Of IMMEDIATE AND UNCONDITIONAL ABOLITION OF || 
ameliorated. {[t can be, and it must be abolished, and you | SLAVERY, wherever it exists under the authority of the Con- | 
and J can and must do it.”’ || stitution of the United States.”’ ; j 

Does the gentleman approve or disapprove This speech was made in the spring of 1855, 
those sentiments? shortl efore his letter to Wendell Phillips, 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will give | from which I have just quoted. And I might | 
me the balance of his ume, I will detine the pie- refer to language used by others now recognized || 


| 


106 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 








I can understand the force of language, pojp, 

directly (if it means anything) to interfereng 

| with the institution of slavery wherever that jp. 
| stitution exists—either in States or elsewhere. 








December ll, 











hia Republican plat- || cise position which I occupy on the subject of | as leading men in the Republican party, w),, 


have proclaimed similar sentiments in several o¢ 
the States of this Union during the late eXCitine 
contest. ‘The language employed by them, jf 


§ 
et 


Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Vjy. 


| ginia will permit me, I desire to correct a stato, 


ment made by him in regard to the Whigs jy 
this House in 1851. The gentleman referred tp 


| the votes of the Whigs of the House upon a cor. 


tain resolution introduced by a gentleman from 
Georgia, declaring the compromise measures of 
1850 to be a finality upon the slavery questioy. 


| I was a member of that House, and Voted 


against that resolution; and I now desire to gay 
what I said to members of the House then—| 


_ could not say it peer. the previous question 


having been called upon it—that [ was opposed 
to some of the compromise measures of 1850, | 
was opposed to the fugitive slave law in its de. 
tails. was opposed to giving Texas ten mij 
lions of dollars for lands to which she had just as 


/much right as she had to so many square miles 


of moonshine. I believed that these measures 
were ill-advised, but | had come to the conely- 
sion, before the adoption of those resolutions, 
that it would be idle to attempt to modify or 


repeal them. I believed that any such attempt 


would result in nothing, and I had therefore de. 


| termined, so far as I was concerned, to present 


no resolution and make no speech for reopening 
the slavery agitation before the country; but 
when I was asked to vote for resolutions which 


required me to give security that would not® 


speak upon the subject, | regarded it as an insult, 
and I declined. I never contemplated agitation, 
because I regarded it as useless. If I were 
called upon now to vote upon the repeal of the 
fugitive slave law, 1 should vote for its repeal, 
but I shall present no resolution upon the subject. 
I shall make no motion in regard to it. But 
these resolutions were offered when there was no 
agitation. No resolutions had been introduced; 
no petitions were offered. They were a mere 
idle insult to those who were opposed to those 
compromise measures, and I therefore voted 
against them, 

Mr. LETCHER. I recollect very well that 
the gentleman from Ohio was a member of this 


House at that time, and voted against those reso- 
lutions, and, if I am not mistaken, the gentleman 


was a member of what he then called the con- 
servative Whig party. 

Mr. STANTON. I always have been. 

Mr. LETCHER. To what party does the 


| gentleman belong now ? 


Mr. STANTON. To the great Republican 


| party of the Union. 


Mr. LETCHER. Then the gentleman does 
not profess now to belong to the Whig party, 
and does not profess now to be a conservative 
man. He has gone off with a party which has 
renewed agitation and strife at the very com- 
mencement of this session upon the slavery ques- 
tion, which, with a view to this end, has dis- 


_ regarded the certificate of a Governor of a Terri- 
| tory showing that Wuitrie.p was duly elected 


a Delegate to this House, and has undertaken to 
prevent him from taking his seat without even 
giving him an opportunity of being heard. Then, 
sir, conservatism is no longer a prominent feature 


in the ranks of the party to which the gentleman 


now belongs. They have gone out from their 
old connections, and have gone into a new ol- 
ganization. The gentleman cannot—will not say, 


that the Republican party is conservative. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to have the 


| gentleman give a definition of what he means by 


conservatism, and then I will answer for the Re- 
ublican party. 


Mr. LETCHER. I mean precisely what the 
gentleman means in the use he has made of the 


| term. Let him define the conservatism which 


he, as a member of the old Whig party, main- 


| tained: I mean precisely that sort of conserv- 
_atism, 


And now, as the gentleman is in for asking 
questions, and answering none, I want to try one 
or two more to see whether a remnant of his con- 
servatism yet remains. Will he be kind-enough 
to say whether, if he were assured that a bill to 
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abolish slavery in the District of Columbia could 
sass the present Congress, and become a law, he | 
would vote for it? f ap 
Mr. SHERMAN. When that question is | 
presented I will vote upon it as I think is right. | 
Mr. LETCHER. Itis alittle remarkable that | 
the constituents of sundry gentlemen from the 
North should have sent so many here who have | 
pinions. 
not, SHERMAN. As the gentleman has 
asked me a question, I will now ask him one. 
Mr. LETCHER. Yes, but you have not 
swered. 
aie. SHERMAN. I have answered one ques- | 
tion by declining to answer; and I desire now to | 
see whether the gentleman will follow my exam- | 
ple by declining to answer one I will ask him. 
Mr. LETCHER. I do not mean to be circum- | 
scribed in that way. I am perfectly willing to 
reciprocate; but after I have answered half a | 
dozen of the gentleman’s questions, and he | 
refuses to answer every one, it is rather too | 
much to turn around and interrogate me. It is 
hardly worth while to ask him another question, 
but I believe I will. Iwas aboutto ask the gen- 
tleman whether he would vote to abolish slavery 
in the States and Territories, if he were certain 
that such a bill could be passed through Congress 
and receive the executive sanction? But I sup- 
pose, as in the other case, he would have no 











opinion upon the subject until the question shall | 


come up. 

My friend from Ohio, in his speech the other 
day, called attention to an article in the Pitts- 
burg Post, and he read from it the followjng 
paragraph: 


“But in a very short time Nebraska, Kansas, New | 
Mexico, Utah, and Oregon will be ready for admission as | 


free States, giving the North a preponderance it will ever 
retain. 

While 1 could not see the application of that 
extract, the gentleman accompanied it with the 
remark that the Pittsburg Post was a leading 
Democratic paper in Pennsylvania, that had sup- 
ported the election of Mr. Buchanan. I now 
call attention to the article from which that ex- 
tract was read, for the purpose of showing what 


the position of this Democratic party journal is | 


upon the question of the acquisition of Cuba, 
This paper is dated the 27th of November last, 
and I quote nearly the entire article to show the 
opinions of the editor on this question: 

*“ We have said that the acquisition of Cuba would re- 
duce the price of sugar. We repeatit. Let ussee to what 
extent this would operate. The largest gmount of sugar 


ever produced in Louisiana in one year was three hundred 
and fifty thousand hogsheads. 


million pounds. 


Cuba. 
will hardly exceed one hundred thousand hogsheads, or 
one hundred and ten million pounds. 


and ninety million pounds. But we will suppose the whole 


consumption for the year 1&57 to be six hundred million | 


pounds, and we buy five hundred millions of it abroad. 
Averaging the price of all qualities, and taking present sell- 


ing rates, We may state the actual price of each pound to | 


the consumer at twelve cents. There is a duty of thirty 
percent. on sugar. This adds three and a half cents to the 
price of each pound at the assumed rate. This would 
amount on all the foreign sugar bought, as above estimated, 
to $17,500,000, for the year 1857. But it adds the same to 
the price of the home product also, and thus makes 
$21,000,000 as the increased cost of the article to all the 
actual consumers. Whether our figures are precisely cor- 
rect or not, they equally well illustrate the principle. 

“Now, Cuba, Louisiana, and Texas can produce all the 
sugar this country will consume. If Cuba wasa partof the 
United States, then the home product would supply the 
entire demand, and there would be no use in a duty for 
protection atall. The duty would be taken off, and down 
would come the price at once to che extent above shown, 
thus saving to consumers, in alJ, from fifteen to twenty 
million do! lars per year. If we would pay Spain $200,000,000, 
then, for Cuba, the island would pay for itself in less than 
fifteen years, in the single article of sugar alone. 

“Now, Mr. Reporter, since you cannot refute the above 
view of the case, your only recourse is to call it ‘gammon, 
pro-slavery,’ &c., and try and find somebody silly enough 
to believe you. That is your only chance. 

“Now for the slavery branch of the subject. The Re- 
porter admits that we ought to own Cuba, and that we will 

ave itsome day. But it says that we must wait till Spain 
abolishes slavery in theisland. When the leopard changes 
his spots Spain will do that, and not till then. Now, pur- 
chase Caba, and make it a State of the Union, and then 
would follow at once an entire suppression of the slave 
trade to the island. The infernal waffic can never exist 
under American law ; a few fanatic dunces in the South to 


Nebraska will be divided into three or four States.”? | 


Allowing one thousand one | 
hundred pounds to the pommeet ~ whole number of | 
jounds would be, say three hundred and eighty million. || ; : . : ad . ao 

he amount annually consumed in this country is esti- | justify this sectional organization or its fierce war | 
mated by good writers on the subject at seven hundred | 
We would buy, then, three hundred and | 
twenty million pounds from other countries, mainly from | 
But this year it is supposed that the home product | 


If the consumption | 
continues the same, we shall buy this year five hundred | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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the contrary notwithstanding. To make Cubaa State of | 
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this Union would mitigate the evils of slavery in the island. {| 
In Cuba, as it is, slavery is a far more crue! institution than || 
is allowed in any American State. Is it of no account to our || 
neighbor to modify, mitigate an evil, if it cannot be imme- || 
diately eradicated? As to the people of the island whoare || 
not slaves, they are oppressed and plundered by a tyran- 
nical Government. To buy the island, and make it a State 
of the Union, would be but to take those people from the | 
grasp of a tyrant and gire them to themselves. Start the | 
principle of self-government there; let our enterprising || 
people mingle with them and develop the vast resources of || 
the island, and thus found a great and prosperous island || 
State.”’ 1} 


| 


When the gentleman brought this paper here, || 
and read the paragraph quoted by me, I was || 
curious to see what was in it; and I was agree- || 
ably surprised to find such an article defending 
the acquisition of Cuba by the United States, 
and to find his positions so well sustained by 
argument and illustration. Is there anything in 
the article unsound—anything which southern 
Democrats cannot endure? 

Then, sir, if the Democrats of Pennsylvania | 
are for the acquisition of Cuba when it can be | 
properly and justly and fairly acquired, if they || 
are willing to take it with the institution of slavery, 
subject it to the same control which exists over 
that institution in our southern country, it seems 
to me that there is nothing in that article which 
can raise a difference of opinion between the 
Democrats of that State and the Democrats of 
the South. | 

I should be gratified if this exciting subject 
never could come into this Hall, and I regret 
that it has been introduced here this session. | 
But, sir, our party did not introduce it. The | 
discussion commenced by gentlemen of the Re- 
publican party in two well-considered speeches. 
Sentiments were avowed in those and other || 
speeches which we were not at liberty to pass by | 
in silence. Besides, when it is attempted to be || 
demonstrated that the South is responsible for the || 
introdugtion of this subject into the Halls of Con- || 
®ress—when we are held up before the people of || 
the United States as those who have introduced || 
it, and who are seeking to keep up this agitation, 
it is as little as can be expected of us, that we || 
should show where the fault lies. 

In correcting the history of this agitation it was 
important for us-to go still further and show that’ |! 
the South acted upon the defensive entirely, not || 
only in this debate, but in the late presidential || 
election. And when we were opposed by a\| 
party which rallied under a sectional flag, nom- | 
inated a sectional candidate, and urged to secure | 
that candidate’s election by the votes of that par- | 
ticular section of the country in and by which || 
he was nominated, it was for us to show that | 
there had been nothing in the past calculated to | 


} 
| 
| 


| 
| 


upon us, and our rights and institutions; that || 
that party was the result of principles and views || 
which had been advanced again and again in this || 
Hall and out of it, by those recognized as leaders; 
that they had given the world to understand that 
they were ready at the proper time, when the | 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdraw 


the motion. 
TRANSATLANTIC MAILS. 
Mr. BROOM. 


I ask leave to introduce for 


|| reference a bill to authorize the Postmaster Gen- 


eral to contract for the transportation of the mails 


| of the United States from New York to South- 


ampton and Havre. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. BROOM. Then I give notice that IT shall 
introduce such a bill at the earliest day it is in 
order for me to do so. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. DOWDELL, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the Court of Claims, of the memorial and papers 
in the case of John R. Jefferson, in order that they may be 
presented in the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. DENVER, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the petition and papers of Stone & 
Marks, and that the same be referred to the Court of 


Claims. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. OTERO, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced bills of the following titles; which were 
read a first and second time, and referred as indi- 
cated below: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to pay 
the volunteers called out into the service of the 
United States in the Territory of New Mexico- 
by order of Brigadier General Garland, in the 
year 1855. Referred to the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs. 


bill to ascertain and settle the private land 
claims in the Territory of New Mexico. Re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


GRANTS OF LAND TO THE STATES. 


Mr. CARLILE. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill to equalize the grants of land to the several 
States. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House (at 
a quarter past three o’clock) adjourned until to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


I object. 
I move the House do now 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 12, 1856. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
STANDING COMMITTEES — EXCUSES AND 
APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER stated that requests having 
been made by two gentlemen to be excused from 
service on committees, with the consent of the 
House they would be considered as excused, and 


others appointed to fill the vacancies. 
No objection being made, 





public mind was prepared for it, so as to render | 
success in their opinoin certain, to make an assault || 
upon that institution wherever it was located, || 
whether in the southern States or in the districts | 
of country ceded to the Federal Government for | 
local purposes, or in the Territories. 

Having done this, and having, so far as my own || 
section is concerned, set that portion of history || 
before the country in its true light, | express my | 
obligation to this House for the attention which | 
has been given to me, and yield the floor. 

Mr. NICHOLS obtained the floor. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I move that certain 


amendments reported to the House to the bill | 
concerning the collection districts of the United | 


States, be ordered to be printed, so that they may || 


be before gentlemen on ‘Tuesday next, when the 
bill will come up as the special order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ments in the nature of a substitute for the bill? | 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. They are not; they || 


are merety verbal. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I demand the yeas and 


| 





nays. 


Are the amend- || 


| 
| 


Mr. ALLEN was excused from further service 
on the Committee on Agriculture, and Mr. Emre 
appointed in his place; and Mr. Emrie was ex- 
cused from further service on the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, and Mr. ALLEN was ap- 
pointed to fill the vacancy. 

Mr. MATTESON asked to be excused from 
further service on the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. The question was taken, and the 
request acceded to. 

Mr. Dopp, a member of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, was appointed to take Mr. 
Martreson’s place as chairman, and Mr. Woop- 
| WORTH Was appointed to fill the vacancy. 


TRANSATLANTIC MAILS. 


| Mr. BROOM, by unanimous consent, in pur- 
suance of previous notice, introduced a bill to 
authorize the Postmaster General to contract for 
the transportation of the mails of the United 
States between New York and Southampten; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 
Mr. WHITNEY. 


I ask leave to introduce a 


|| resolution. 


| Mr. GIDDINGS, I object, and call for the 
| regular order of business. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
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in order for the day was the call of committees | 
for reports of private bills, and proceeded to call | 
the list of committees. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of | 
Claims, reported back the petition and papers in | 
the case of John Vitch, and the petition and | 
papers in the case of Whitmore Knaggs, with the 
recommendation that they be referred to the 
Court of Claims. 

They were so referred. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, reported back a 
— resolution (S. No. 27) to authorize the 

secretary of State and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to settle the claim of William Carey Jones 
for certain services, and asked that it be put on | 
its passage. 

he bill and report were read. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it proposed to put this | 
bill upon its passage ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole Houxe, so that it 
may take its place upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York. I wish to 
say one word to the House before that question 
is put. This man Jones was sent to California 
by the Secretary of State, with directions to do 
certain things. He performed his duties, and has 
never received any pay. The bill proposes to 
refer his accountto the very officers who appointed 
him, with instructions to allow him a reasonable | 
compensation for his services, not to exceed a 
certain amount specified in the bill. It could not 
possibly be put into a better shape by a commit- 








tee. Something ought to be paid to him, and it | 


cannot be a large sum, because the bill limits the 
amount. ‘The bill is just as the Senate passed it. 
The case was considered in the Senate, and they 
were satisfied that the bill was right, and it passed 
that body withouta division. The only question 
was how much he should be paid. The bill does 
not fix the amount, but refers it to the officers who 


appointed him to ascertain the amount to be paid, | 


within a certain limit. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I certainly have no per- 
sonal objection to this bill, but I do object to dis- 
posing of private bills in this way. If private 
bills are to be brought in, and without reference | 
forced upon the House in this way, we shall 
never be able to get to the Private Calendar. 
Each of the bills on that Calendar is probably 
as meritorious as this. I hope the bill will be 
referred to the Whole House. As I stated, I 
have no particular objection to this case, but I 
object to this mode of doing business. 

he motion was agreed to, and the bill referred. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, from the 
Committee on Commeree, reported a bill for the | 
relief of Shade Calloway; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENNETT, of New York, from the Com- 


bill (No. 580) to extend the time for selling the | 
lands granted to the Kentucky asylum for teach- 
ing the deaf and dumb, and asked that the same 
be put upon its passage. 

“he bill was read in extenso; and no objection | 
being made, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and | 
ordered to be printed: 


can, of the United States Army; 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Edmund H. McCabe, assignee of Antoine 
Soulard; and 
A bill for the relief of Henry T. Mudd, of | 


Missouri. 


Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, || 


reported a bill for the relief of the legal repre- | 


sentatives of Jeremiah Bryan, deceased; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. PRINGLE, from the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Mary | 
Woodbury, Elizabeth Odell, and others; which | 
wes read a first and second time, referred to a 


1 


‘| bill ma 


i! The 





Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a joint resolution appro- 
| priating money to test George R. Scrivens’s in- 
| cendiary projecting shells; which was read a first 
| and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
| Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


‘| Mr. Q., from the same committee, reported 


| back Senate bill (No. 360) for the relief of Thomas 

| J. Churchill, late a lieutenant in the first Ken- 
tucky regiment of volunteers; which received the 

| same order and reference. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, from the same committee, 


| reported a bill for the relief of Major James Bel- | 


ger, of the United States Army; which was read 
| a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
| of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


| On motion of Mr. BENSON, it was 

| Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
| John Barney, praying for the passage of House bill No. 154, 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
| lutionary Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. BENSON, it was 

| Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 

| charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Jane Sproston, and that the same be referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


| Mr. BENSON, from the Committee on Naval 


|| Affairs, made an adverse report upon the memo- 


rial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Washington on the subject of causing an 
/armed steamer to be stationed on the northwest 
coast; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
| to be printed. 

Mr. PENNINGTON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported back Senate bills of the 
| following titles; which were referred to a Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House, and placed on the 
| Private Calendar; and, with the accompanying 
|| reports, ordered to be printed: o 
| An act (No. 311) for the relief of Charles © 
| Anderson; 

An act (No. 322) for the relief of J. E. Martin; 
| and 


| An act (No. 333) for the relief of Joseph 


| Graham. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back Senate bill (No. 340) 
for the relief of Donn Piatt, without amendment, 
and with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read in extenso. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any 


‘| moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


priated,to Donn Piatt, late acting chargé d'affaires 
of the United States at Paris, $2,114, the amount 
of difference between the salary received by him 
as secretary of legation at Paris and that of 
chargé d’affaires, for the term of fourteen days 
in October, 1854, and from the 26th of December, 
1854, to the Ist of May, 1855, and from the 3d 
to the llth of December, 1855. 


|| Mr. STANTON. A House bill for the same 
mittee on Public Lands, reported back House || 


object contemplated by the bill pending, is now 
upon the Private Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole Mouse. That bill, however, provides 
in addition to this, the payment of five or six 
thousand dollars as outfit. The Senate reject 
this provision. The petitioner himself prefers 


|| taking the Senate bill to risking the chances of 


| delay. This is the whole case. I ask that the 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let the bill be referred, and 
| take its regular place on the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


an appropriation, and under the rules must have 


|| its first consideration in the Committee of the 
A bill for the relief of Captain Thomas Dun- || 





Whole House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 


i of order. 


The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House, and placed on the 

Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
| documents, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Are the standing 
committees reporting on the business referred at 
the last session, or business referred to them at 
| this? I understand that all the committees were 
| newly a at this session. 
| Congress, an order was passed referring the un- 
| finished business of the last session to the same 
' committees to be appointed the present session. 

Mr. GROW, from the Committes on Territo- 


EAKER. At the called session of 
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The bill makes | 





December 18, 


ries, reported a bill for the relief of R. G. Eniion 
and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whol. 
House, and placed on the Private Calendar, ang 
with the accompanying report, ordered to by 
printed. 

Mr. BROOM, from the Committee on Reyoly. 
tionary Pensions, reported bills of the followin 
titles; which were read a first and second time 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and 
placed on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac. 
companying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill providing an increase of pension to Isage 
Phillips; 

A bill for the relief of Gershaw Van Voast; 

A bill for the relief of the children of Elizabeth 
Storrs; and | 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Mott. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Com. 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported billy 
of the following titles; which were read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
ports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Amos Oney, 
a revolutionary soldier; 

A bill for the relief of the grandchildren of 
Genevieve Victor; 

A bill for the relief of Judah and Sarah B. 
Mandigo; and 

A bill for the relief of the widow of Henry 
Walthall, a revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. WOODRUFF, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and placed on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill for the relief of the children and heirs-at- 
law of Lieutenant Daniel Starr; and 

A bill for the relief of the children and heirs of 
Levi and Mary Stone. 

Mr. KNAPP, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, reported a bill in favor of 
the children of Thomas Giles; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

r. OLIVER, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Leonard Lilly; whieh was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying. report, ordered to be printed. 

r. CHAFFEE. I ask leave to report from 
the Committee on Patents a bill to establish re- 
ciprocity in granting patents between the United 
States and other countries. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is a general bill, and can- 
not be received. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

The House then proceeded to take up bills of 
a ae character on the Speaker’s table, for 
reference only. 

Senate bill (No. 203) for the relief of Mrs. 
Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. 
O'Brien, late of the United States Army. 

The bill was amended by the House, sent to 
the Senate, and the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment. 

The bill of the Senate is as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. 





That is not a 


O’Brien, such sums of money as may be found due to her 
jate husband, as captain of artillery, from the 3ist day of 
December, 1849, when he was last paid, to the 3lst day of 
March, 1850, the day of his death. 

The House amended th» bill, by adding the 
following section: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the r 
accounting officers of the Treasury audit and settle the 
accounts of the late Major J. P. J. O’Brien, of the United 
y, upon the principles of equity and justice. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was the amend- 
ment rejected by the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
House recede from the amendment. __ 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill accord: 


ingly passed. 
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“seas bill (No. 226) to authorize the legal 


sentatives of Pascal L. Cerre to enter cer- 
tan lands in the State of Missouri. . 
The bill was reported from the Senate with an 
nent. . 
amen and amendment were read. 

Mr. KENNETT. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. ; 

The SPEAKER. It can be considered only 
by unanimous consent, the understanding on the 

art of the House being that bills were only to 
5 taken up for reference. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Lobject. _ 

House bill (No. 426) for the relief of Thomas 
Crown, reported from the Court of Claims. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of 

ns. 
= JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House receded from 
its amendment to the bii! (H.R. No. 203) for 
the relief of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, widow of 
Brevet Major J. P. J. O’Brien, late of the United 
States Army. : 

The original bill, as it passed the Senate, pro- 
vided for the adjustment of the pay account of 
Major O’Brien from the time he was last paid to 
the time of his death, and that wNatever amount 
should be found due should be paid over; but it 
seems there are other accounts of Major O’Brien 
upon which there may be a balance due to the 
Government; and the amendment of the House 
was intended to have that account also settled, 
and to have whatever amount was found due 
upon the final settlement of all his accounts, paid 
over as the bill directs. 

If the Senate bill pass, to settle the account && 
him for pay, and leave the remaining accounts 
ae the balance may never be collected 
from the estate of Major O’Brten. For these 
reasons I make the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Was the amendment re- 

rted from the Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. It is indorsed on the bill 
that the amendment was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The question was taken; and the motion to 
reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move that 
the House insist on its amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 

reed to. 

The following bills were also taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated below: 

An act (S. No, 275) giving to Joshua ee 
the right to enter the lend covered by the life 
reserve of John McNary, under the Cherokee 
treaties of 1817 and 1819. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

An act (S. No. 421) for the relief of Lucy 
Fitzgerald, and the children of Thomas Fitz- 

raid. Referred to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

An act (S. No. 437) for the relief of Ephraim 
Hunt. Referred to the Committee on Milkary 
Affairs. 

An act (S. No. 440) for the relief of Ernest 
Fielder. eferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (S. No. 441) for the relief of Sturges, 
Bennett & Co., merchants, of New York. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

An act (S. No. 414) for the relief of Nathaniel 
Hayward. Referred to the Committee on Patents. 

An act (S. No. 450) for the reiief of Mrs. 
a Gay. Referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

An act (S. No. 455) for the relief of George 
L. Bowne and William Curry. Referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

An act (S. No. 423) for the relief of Katharine 

- Hamer, widow of the late Thomas L. Hamer. 
Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, reported bills of the 
following titles; which were read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 

tins for the legis] 

ill making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, 4 jodie expenses of the Gav 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1858, and o 








A bill making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for | 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1858. | 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that when the | 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on || 
Monday next. Hi 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I demand the yeas and | 
nays. 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 1] 





| 


The question was taken; and ig.was decided in || 
the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 68; as foliows: | 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Allison, Bar- || 
bour, Barclay, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Benson, Billing- || 
hurst, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Brenton, Broom, | 
Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Lewis Q, Campbell, | 
Caruthers, Bayard Clarke. Clingman, Comins, Cragin, || 
Crawford, Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Jacob C. Davis, || 
Timothy Davis, Genver, Be Witt, Dowdell, Edie, Edmund- | 
son, Eiliout, Emrie, Evans, Flagler, Florence, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Robert B. Hall, | 
Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert, | 
Thomas RK. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- | 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, King, Knox, Kunkel, Lake, | 
Leiter, Lumpkin, Mace, Samuel S. Marshall, Maxwell, | 
McCarty, MeMullin, MeQueen, Killian Miller, Smith | 
Miller, Miltson, Miliward, Moore, Morrill, Morrison, Mott, 
Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pearce, Pelton, | 
Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Purviance, Quitman, Ready, | 
Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Scott, Sherman 





| nothing—shall not pass a single bill. 
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} motion that it be reported to the House with a 


recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I believe my motion is 
first in order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would inquire of 
the gentleman from Michigan if there are not two 
bills upon this subject? Phere appear to be two 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I would inform the 

ntleman that arbill upon this subject was passed 

y the Senate last session, and was sent down to 
this House; that it was reported to the House 
by the Committee on Public Lands and was left 
upon the Private Calendar with many other bills. 
The bill now under consideration is a House 
bill. That explains the fact that there appear 
to be two bills upon the Calendar on the same 
subject. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is this objection day? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to suggest that, by 
common consent, we consider this as objection 
day, and that we take up the Private Calendar 
with that understanding. If this is to be a day 
for debate, the probability is that we shall do 
By con- 
sidering this as objection day, we can dispose of 


' Sy » || a considerable amount of the business upon the 
Shorter, Simmons, William Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Tal- || Calendar. 


bott, Taylor, Trippe, Tyson, Vail, Valk, Waldron, Walker, | 
Warner, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Wash- | 
burne, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, 
Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, and John V 
Wright— 126. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Ball, Hendley 8. Bennett, | 
Bingham, Bliss, Buffinton, Burnett, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, | 
Clawson, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax. Covodes Cox, | 
Cumback, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, English, | 
Etheridge, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, | 
Hodges, Holioway, Houston, Kelsey, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Mor- | 
gan, Murray, Packer, Parker, Perry, Pike, Puryear, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sandidge, Sapp, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Todd, 
Underwood, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Welch, Wood- 
ruff, and Zollicoffer—63. 

So the House agreed to adjourn over until 
Monday next. 


Pending the call of the roll, Mr. BUFFINTON 
stated that his colleague [Mr. Trarron] was | 
absent from the city, because of the death of his 
mother. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I wish, before that question 
is put, to correct an error which occurred last 
session. There were two bills introduced by me 
last session, which were intended to be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. The 
Clerk, by mistake, entered them upon the Private | 
Calendar as referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole House. They were: A bill (H. R. No. | 
537) to revive an act entitled ‘‘An act for the | 
relief of the heirs, or their legal representatives, | 





R. No. 538) for the relief of the inhabitants of | 
the parish of Ascension, State of Louisiana. 

1 now move that they be stricken from the | 
Private Calendar and referred to the Committee | 
on Private Land Claims. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the motion | 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole House upon the Private Calendar, it | 
was put, and decided in the affirmative. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Reapy in | 


of William Conway, deceased;”’ and a bill (H. || 
| 


1] William A. Burt, out of any money in the Treasury not 
| 


the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of | 


bills upon the Private Calendar. 
SOLAR COMPASS. 


The first bill upon the Calendar was a bill (H. | 


R. No. 104) to enable the United States to make 
use of the Solar Compass in the public surveys. | 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. This bill was pretty | 


fully discussed during the last session, and I rise 


simply to move that it be reported to the House | 
with a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PHELPS. The bill was discussed at the | 
last session, and I presume the committee will | 


elicited considerable debate, and I do not think it 
I submit the | 


recollect the action had upon it at that time. It | 


netessary to have the report read. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The committee 
cannot make any such agreement, If it be made, 
it must be done by the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Michigan, that, as there is a 
Senate bill in reference to this same matter upon 


'| the Calendar, it would be better to pass over this 


bill, and let the matter rest until we reach the 


'| Senate bill. 


| Mr. WALBRIDGE. I decline to act upon 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. LETCHER. In order to test the sense 
of the committee, I move that the committee rise, 
in order that we may go into the House and adopt 
| that regulation. 

Mr. ORR. I shall object to that proposition 
in the House, for the reason that I think these 
claims which are contested ought to be disposed 
of. The claimants whose claims are contested 

have as good a right to have their cases disposed 
| of as those whose claims are unconiested upon 
| the Calendar. This claim has aa good a right to 
consideration as any claim upon the Calendar. 
We gave those cases in which there was no con- 
test the advantage all last session. We passed 
over all claims which were contested, leaving a 
large number of them upon the Calendar. They 
ought to be acted upon. 
| Mr. LETCHER. If my proposition is to be 
objected to in the House, I withdraw my motion. 
he reading of the bill being called for, it was 
read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, §&c., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to 





otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, to compensate 
| him for the use by the United States, in the prosecution of 
the public surveys, of the solar compass invented by, and 
patented to him. 


The report was also read. 

Mr. STANTON. It will be recollected that 
this bill was thoroughly discussed at the last 
session of Congress. If we are to renew that 
| discussion at this time, and it is to be continued 
every Friday and Saturday, excepting objection 
days, it is clear that no other bill which is con 
tested can be presented to ourattention. I there- 
fore move that the committee do now rise, with 
a view to close debate on this bill in five minutes 
after its consideration shall be again resumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed 
that when this bill was last under consideration, 
the suetes ae was on the following amend- 
ment, moved by the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania, [Mr. Topp:] 

Provided, That the said William A. Burt shall relinquish 
| all claim on the United States, or ita officers and employés, 
| for the past and future use of said compass in the public 
| surveys. 

Mr. SANDIDGE. Under the rules of the 
House, the committee should commence with the 
Private Calendar where it left off on the last day 
it was under consideration, Is the committce 
pursuing that course now? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
this bill to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Stanton] has referred, is not now remembered 
by members of this House. In my judgment 
the proposition to pay this man, who has no 
claim upon the Government, is monstrous, and 
ought to be fully investigated and discussed. 
Therefore, | hope the motion to rise will not be 
agreed to. 

The House was divided on thé motion to rise, 
and there were—ayes seventy, noes not counted. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I demand tellers. Tell- 
ers were ordered; and Messrs. Wacpripce and 
FLonence were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 77, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Reapy 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 

enerally under consideration, and particularly 
Louse bill (Nw. 104) to enable the United States 
to make use of the solar compass in the public 


surveys, and had come to no resolution thereon. | 


Mr. STANTON. I move the usual resolution, 
that al! debate in committee on the bill for the use 


° . | 
of the solar compass in the public surveys shall | 


be closed in five minutes after its consideration 
shall be again resumed, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Does the gentleman 
mean also to cut off the five-minute debate on 
amendments? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
done. The rule provides for the five-minute 
debate on amendments after the close of the 
general debate. 

Mr. STANTON. My resolution of course 
applies to general debate only. 

. Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move to amend 
680 as to extend the time two hours; and on that 
‘amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move to 
lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 


That cannot be 


House. 
Mr. LETCHER. 


adjourn. 


I move the House do now 


The discussion of | 


to hear from the gentleman from Michigan what || 
claim this Mr. Burt has upon the United States. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I do not think this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted, and especially it sould 
not be voted for by the friends of this bill, for it 


seems to me that the amendment stands upon the || 
| 


hypothesis, that there is an obligation from pri- 
vate individuals to this Mr. Burt. 
ment has nothing whatever to do with them. If 
the Government is to pay $20,000 or $25,000 for 
the purpose of inducing Mr. Burt, the inventor 
of this instrum@t, to release private individuals, 
it seems to me that the whole thing is wrong, 
and the amendment cannot be voted for by those 
who are, in good faith and honesty, aapnorens 
the principles contained in this bill. believe 
that both the bill and the amendment are wrong. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. Ido not propose to dis- 
cuss this question any further. I do not care 
whether the amendment be adopted or not. The 
object of the bill is to compensate Mr. Burt for 





| 


The Govern- | 


the Government use of this property, by which | 


they have saved more than a million of dollars. 
The only object and intention of the amendment 
is that this action shall be a final end of the thing, 
and that no other claim shall be made upon the 
Government for it. That amendment does not 
alter the principle, intention, or object of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 


gentleman from Michigan whether the Govern- | 


ment of the United States has ever bought a com- 


pass of this kind since it was invented, or if the | 
Government has ever required a person to whom || 


a contract was given to survey lands to buy this 
compass ? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. It was shown in the 
report of the committee, which has been read, 
and by the statement of the Commissioner of the 


Land Office, that by the use of that instrument, | 


within the last twenty years, the Government has | 


saved a million of dollars, Whether the Govern- 
ment itself has bought the instrument, or whether 
the employés of the Government have used the 
instrument, under an understanding between the 
Government and the inventor, is not material. 


|| The Government has made money out of this 
House; it is in the Committee of the Whole | 


Che question was taken; and the motion was 


disagreed to; there being. on a division—ayes 35, 
noes G4 a 


The question recurring upon the amendment to | 


the motion to close debate, 


Mr. FLAGLER called for tellers; which were | 


ordered; and Messrs. Cuarrer and Boyce were 
appoints d. 


Ihe question was taken; and the tellers re- 


ported —ayes 28, noes 98. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. FLAGLER. I call the previous question 
upon the motion, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would suggest, 
for the satisfaction of all parties, that, by common 
consent, the time for closing debate be fixed at 
one hour after the committee shall have resumed 
its consideration. 

Objection was made by several members. 

The House was divided on the demand for the 
previous question; and there were 71 voting in 
the affirmative, and 27 in the negative—no quo- 
rum voting: Whereupon 

Mr. WALBRIDGE demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Watpripce and 
CLINGNAN Were appointed, 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes &8, noes 33. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

‘The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Sranron’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. | now move that the House 


resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole | 


upon the Private Calendar. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 


cordingly resolved itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House upon the Private Calendar, (Mr. 
Reapy in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 104) to enable the Uni- 
ted States to use the solar compass in the public 
surveys; the question pending being upon the 
amendment offered by Mr. Topp. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should be glad 


| from Michi 


man’s invention. It has saved over one million 
of dollars; and now, will gentlemen refuse to 
grant this miserable pittance of $20,000? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Government 
never purchased or used this compass. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE., It has been used in the 
public surveys for the last twenty years, and under 
the authority of the Government. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


r ° ° | 
Yes, sir, just the | 


same as the surveyor’s chain has been used. The | 


surveyor general of a district lets the surveying 


of the public lands out to the deputy surveyor at | 


a price which has been fixed by Congress. This | 
deputy surveyor purchases his compass and other | 


instruments; and he purchases those he deems 
best to execute his contract. If he does not pur- 
chase this instrument he purchases some other. 
lt seems to me that this is a most extraordinar 
claim presented here for a man to ask $20,000 for 
the use of his instruments by these surveyors. 
His claim is upon them, not upon the Govern- 
ment. ‘This is common sense. 

Mr. WALBRIDGE., The Commissioner of 
the General Land Office says that he gets the 
surveying done with this instrument for six dol- 
lars a mile; whereas, without it, it would cost 


twenty dollars a mile; and in some instances even | 


more. 


Now, what is the material question in- 
volved? 


It matters not whether the Government 
contracts for the surveying, or whether it hires 
men to do it. The question is, what is the cause 
of the great saving of money in the surveying of 
the public lands? Is it not the use of this solar 
compass? Most certainly. And this is the 
Fount. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
gress fixes the price per mile to be paid for sar- 
veying, and the Commissioner has no authority 
to give more than that price. I know there are 


a great many applicants for contracts to survey | 
the public lands—men competent, and who are | 
able and willing to buy instruments with which | 
to comply with their contracts, without coming | 


back to Congress to ask for large sums of money 
to pay for the use of their instruments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish toask the gentleman 
n a question. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Further dis- 
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cussion on this amendment under the five-m, 
rule is out of order, and I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I will move anamenq. 
ment to the amendment. I move to strike Out the 
words ‘‘ or employés.”’ I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan by whatauthority the surveyors of the 
public lands use these instr ments at all ? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I have answered that 
question over and over again. They were useq 
under an understanding between the inventor ang 
the head of the Department. It was agreed that 
the Government should be permitted the use of the 


nute 


| instrument while Mr. Burt’s patent existed, ang 


that he should depend on Congress for remuney. 
ation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave read the report, and 
I do not find that statement anywhere in it, | 


| should like to see the evidence which will cop. 


|a case of this character? 


nect the Government with any such obligation 
as that stated. Let the gentleman state by what 
authority the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office can bind the Government to pay money jn 
3y what authorit 

could he bind this Government to pay for the use 


_ of this instrument by surveyors who contract to 
| do the work ata fixed price, and find their own 
| instruments ? 


| used. 


I understand the practice to be, that when an 
individual makes a contract to do surveying he 
contracts to doit ata certain price, and to provide 
his own instruments. If these men used Mr. 
Burt’s patented instrument, it was his duty to 
have enforced his rights under the law; it was 
his duty to have made them pay for their in- 
frygeement on his rights. The Government had 
n&ning to do with the character of the instrument 
All it asked was that the work should be 


| done underthe contract. Yetthis inventor allowed 


| Land Office. 


the use of his in8trument on the part of these sur- 
veyors without making, so far as I know, the 
least attempt to recover his rights. under the 
patent laws. He awaits the action of Congress 


| under some ae made to him, as the gentle- 


man states, by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. He has enjoyed his patent for the 
full term of the law, and I do not see why he 
should be made an exception to the general rule 
in such cases. 

I will ask the gentleman from Michigan, before 


| I take my seat, when it was that the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office made the prom- 
ise to which he has referred; and what evidence 
he has and can present on the subject? Has 
he anything from the Department to show the 
attempt on the part of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, without authority, to bind 
the Government to pay money in a case of this 
kind? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I am disposed to answer 
the gentleman from Alabama once more. When 
this instrument was first invented, the question 
as to the permission of its use, upon the part 
of the Government, was discussed between the 
inventor and the Commissioner of the General 
I have not asserted that the Com- 
missioner attempted to bind the Government for 
the payment of one shilling for that use. My 
remarks do not carry such an idea. The discus- 
sion was, as to the best and proper course to be 
pursued by the patentee; and it was decided to 


|| allow the Government surveyors to use the instru- 





_ment,.and let the inventor rely on the generosity 


of Congress for remuneration. There is no pre- 
tense that the Government is bound by the action 
of its agent to pay $20,000, or any other sum; 
but the patentee acted under the advice of the 
Commissioner, and, as advised, did permit the 
Government surveyors to use his instrument, 
expecting that it would, in the end, remunerate 
him for that use. It does not matter whether the 


|| Government hires its own surveyors, and gets its 
The act of Con- || 


surveying done two thirds less, or whether it 


| contracts to have it done two thirds less; the 


saving is on its part. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I would ask the 
entleman if the patentee sells this patent to the 
overnment officers cheaper than he does to 

others ? 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. He does not sell itat all 
to the Government. He permits them to use It 
without pay. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Does he not receive 
the same compensation from the Government 
empboyés for its use that he does from others? 
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SS — 
“Mr. WALBRIDGE. He receives no compen- 
sation from anybody unless he shall get it from 








T 
| 
' 
‘ 


yovernment. ’ | 
ir, SMITH, of Virginia. Does he give away | 
-a , ents: 
ie WW ALBRIDGE. He does not make the 
instruments himself, and he has not sold his 
atent to anybody. But I am not disposed to || 
jiscuss this question any further. The commit- | 
tee understands tt. ; 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Would not a motion to 
strike out the enactin clause of the bill take 
recedence of the pending motion to amend, and i 
wee the committee to a vote at once? 4 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. || 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Is it in order to | 
offer an amendment ? : 
The CHAIRMAN. Not until the amendment | 
now pending 1s disposed of. _ | 
Mr. HOUSTON withdrew his amendment. || 
Mr.CLINGMAN. The principle involved in || 
this bill is involved in some other measures now || 
vending before Congress, and it is well that we | 
should understand exactly what we are about to | 
do. Before we make any precedent, I hope the | 
House will make «4 their minds how far they || 
are willing to go. It is conceded that men em- | 
loyed in the Government surveys have bought 
and used this instrument. It has been of service | 
to them, and it has enabled the Government to 
get its surveys done cheaper than they otherwise | 
could. It is alleged that the Government has | 
indirectly made use of it without paying for it. | 
Now, we are in the habit of clothing our Army 
and Navy, and itis well known that, by the invep- | 
tion of the power-loom and the spinsing-jendh 
clothing is made cheaper than it could be without | 
them, and, as a consequence, the Government | 
clothes its Army and Navy cheaper. If we are 
to vote this money, why should we not give |! 
money to all those individuals who have made |: 
inventions by reason of which the Government 
clothes its Army and Navy cheaper? 
The CHAIRMAN. Phe gentleman from || 
North Carolina will bear in mind that debate is || 
exhausted on the amendment of the gentleman 


. 





from Pennsytvania, and remarks are only in order | 
on an amendment offered thereto. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 


amendment. 





I should have moved an | 
I move to strike out the enacting | 
clause. I was about to say that, inasmuch as we | 
have derived advantage from these improvements, | 
and also from the use of steamboats and railroads | 
in transporting our military stores, and inasmuch | 
as we have to furnish agreatamount of breadstuffs 
to our Army and Navy, and every improvement | 
of the plow and agricultural implements has made | 
those breadstuffs cheaper—I say, if the Govern- | 
ment is to pay money to this man for his inven- || 
tion, should it not also pay money to all the indi- | 
viduals who have made these other improvements? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will re- | 
member that a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is not debatable. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Well,as I have indicated 
ee to this bill, 1 will proceed no farther. | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 suppose that | 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause does | 
not take precedence of the pending amendment 
under the operation of the rule closing debate ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it does. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The rule secures 
five minutes’ debate upon every amendment; and | 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause is in | 
abeyance until we get through offering amend- | 
a i and discussing them under the five-minute | 
rule. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The decision which the | 
Chair has made is understood to be in direct ac- 
cordance with the decision of the last Congress | 
upon the Kansas bill. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I offer the motion as a | 
test vote, of course, and I hope no gentleman 
will vote for it unless he is opposed to the bill. | 
Mr. GREENWOOD called for tellers; but | 
tellers were not ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes | 
seventy-eight, nots not counted. 
| 
' 





the committee agreed to strike out the 
enacting clause. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the com- 
mittee rise, and report the action of the committee 
to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


|| Clingman, 








So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Reapy reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House had, according 


‘| to order, had the Private Calendar generally 


under consideration, and particularly House bill 


| (No. 104) to enable the United States to use the 
|.solar compass in the public surveys; and had 


directed him to rere the same to the House, 
with the recommendation that the enacting clause 


| be stricken out. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for the previous 
question on the motion to strike out. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
whole subject on the table. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in |) 
|| the affirmative—yeas 110, nays 62; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, 


Hendiey 8. Bennett, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Crawford, 
Cumback, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Dean, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Edie, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, 
Evans, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, 
Goode, Granger, Grow, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Hickman, Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, 
Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Knapp, Kun- 
kel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander 


K. Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, McCarty, McMullin, || 


McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, Morrill, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Paine, Parker, Phelps, 


Porter, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, | 
Rivers, Ruffin, Savage, Sherman, Shorter, Simmons, Sam- | 


uel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Spinner, 


Stanton, Stranahan, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, || 


Trippe, Underwood, Vail, Valk, Warner, Wheeler, Whit- 
ney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, Jobn V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—110. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour. Henry Ben 


nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, | 


Buffinton, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Denver, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Durtee, Flagler, Gilbert, Greenwood, Robert B. 


Hall, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, | 


Matteson, Millward, Morgan, Mott, Murray, Peck, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob- 


bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sapp, Scott, Tappan, Thorington, | 


Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Welch, Wells, Wood- 
ruff, and Woodworth—62. 

So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. GREEN WOOD stated that his colleague, 


Mr. Rust, was confined to his room by illness. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was laid upon the table; 


and also move to lay the motion to reconsider | 


upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, by unanimous 


consent, previous notice having been given, in- 
troduced a bill to regulate the disbursement of 


the contingent expenses of Congress; which was | 


read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


GEORGE CASSEDAY. 

Mr. BALL. 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, a bill for the relief of George Casse- 
day, aconstituent of mine. It is reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and has been 
reported on favorably three or four times, but 
has always gone so low down on the Calendar 
as never to be reached. It is a case to which 
there can be no objection. Mr. Casseday was 
disabled from duty on his way to Mexico bya 
fall from his horse. Captain Thornton so certi- 


fied; but by reason of some informality in the | 
papers, Mr. Casseday has not been able to get || 


relief from the Department. Before the. infor- 
mality could be corrected, Captain Thornton 
died. This is the whole case. I move that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged 
from the further consideration of the case; and 
that it be put on its passage. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I object. There are other 


| meritorious cases on the Private Calendar, and 


let them all fare alike. 
cedence over the other. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


One should not have pre- 


Mr. BURNETT, by unanimous consent, pre- | 
vious notice having been given, introduced bills 
of the following titles; which were read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 


I move to Jay the 


Mr. Speaker, there is in the | 
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|| A bill for the relief of Richard B. Alexander, 
late a major in the first Tennessee regiment in the 
Mexican war; and : 
A bill for the relief of R. D. Gholson, late a 
captain in the Mexican war. 


KANSAS. 

Mr. TAPPAN. lIask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill to declare inoperative and void the 
acts and proceedings of the body known as the 
Territorial Legislature of Kansas. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. STEPHENS. move tha the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House (at 
a quarter to three o’clock, p. m.) adjourned until 
| Monday, at twelve o’clock, m. 





IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 15, 1856. 


Hon. Sternen A. Dovauas, of Illinois; Hon. 
Rosert W. Jounson, of Arkansas; and Hon. 
Joun B. Wetter, of California, appeared in their 
seats to-day. 

| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Sternen P. Hii. 
| The Journal of Thursday was read and approved. 


|| PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


|| Mr. JAMES presented the petition of Nathan- 
iel P. Swan, son and only heir of Thomas Swan, 
praying for remuneration for his father’s services 
as an officer in the revolutionary war; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Claims. 
| He also presented the memorial of Atkins 
|| Eldridge, owner of the fishing schooner Brilliant, 
lost at sea, praying to be allowed fishing bounty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
| merce, 
|| Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of John 
| W. Chevis and others, praying for the confirma- 
| tion of their titles to a certain tract of land in the 
| State of Louisiana; which was referred to the 
|| Committee on Private Land Claims. .” 
|| Mr. WELLER presented a memorial of citi- 
|| zens of San Francisco, California, praying fora 
| modification of the present postal system of the 
|, United States; which was referred to the Com- 
|| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
|| He also presented the memorial of Benjamin 
|| Alvord, a paymaster in the Army, praying for 
\| remuneration for losses sustained by him in the 
|, wreck of the steamship Southerner, near Cape 


|| Flattery, in Washington Territory, in the year 
| 1854; which was referred to the Committee on 
\| —e7 Affairs. 
|| . Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
|| Abraham Kintzing, praying for further compen- 
|| sation for the ee of duties appertaining 
to the office of assistant appraiser for the port of 
Philadelphia; which was referred to the Commit- 
|| tee on Claims. 
|| He also presented the memorial of Anthony 
| W. Bayard, a soldier in the war of 1812, pray- 
ing to be allowed arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Petery, 
| widow of Peter Petery, praying for compensa- 
‘tion for the use of a wagon and team, and the 

loss of a horse in the military service in the war 
| of 1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
|| Claims. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey, presented a 
memorial of officers in the Navy, praying for an 
increase of pay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented a petition of 
| inspectors ef customs for the port of Mobile, 
| Alabama, praying for an increase of compensa- 
| tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
|, Commerce. 
|| Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of 
|| George Chipman and o.hers, in behalf of them- 
| selves and other clerks employed in the Executive 

Department at Washington, praying for an in- 

crease of compensation; which was referred to the 

Coramittee on Finance. 
| Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of citizens 
| of the District of Columbia, praying that an ex- 

amination may be made by United States engi- 
|| neers of obstructions to navigation in that portion 


| of the Potomac river in the District of Columbia, 


and a plan reported for their removal; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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bia. 
Mr. HOUSTON presented a petition of W.S 


Sullivant and others, of Washington city, for the |, 
establishment ofan overland mail communication 
from the Mississippi river to San Francisco, in 
California; which was referred to the Committee || 


on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
PAPERS REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of John 8. Budd, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. YULEE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate, re- 
tating to the claim of John P. Duval, be referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George Whitman, on the 


and use of his property by United States troops, be referred 


that State, in suppressing Indian hostilities in 1856, and 
report by bill or otherwise. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
| resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
| consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
|| structed to inquire into the expediency of making a further 
| appropriation of thirty thousand dollars for the eet 
| of the custom-house, post office, &c., at Dubuque, Iowa. 


| COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


| Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
| which was considered by unanimous consent, 
| and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
| structed to inquire whether any further legislation is neces- 
| sary to carry into effect the act entitled “‘ An act to regulate 


| the compensation of members of Congress,’”? approved 
| August 16, 1856. ds 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. JONES, of lowa, from the Committee on 
| Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
_ Mary C. Hamilton, reported a bill (S* No. 472) 


files of the Senate, praying for indemnity for the seizure || to continue the pension heretgfore paid to omar 


to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORT ON THE MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- \ 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That two hundred and fifty additional copies || 
of the report of Colonel William H. Emory, United States 
commissioner to run and mark the boundary between the || 
Umited States and the Republic of Mexico, be printed for 


| C. Hamilton, widow of Captain Fowler Hami 
ton, deceased, late of the United States Army; 
| which was read, ind passed to a second reading. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
| Claims, reported back without amendment the 
_ following bills of the House of Representatives: 
| No. 336. An act for the relief of Ransdell 
| Pegg; 


| No. 358. 





An act for the felief of George 
|| Schellinger; and 


the use of the Department of the Interior, the expense |! T vr . 
thereof to be paid out of the appropriations heretofore made No. 365. An act for the relief of Charles L. 
fur the survey of said boundary. | Denman. 


REPORT FROM GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That five hundred copies extra of the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office be printed 


for the use Of said office. 


PRESIDENT S MESSAGE FOR THE DEPART- 


MENTS. 
Mr. STUART submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, and referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That two hundred additional copies of the 
President’s message and accompanying documents be 


rinted for the use of each of the Secretaries of the State, | 


Treasury, Interior, War, and Navy Departments, the At- 
torney General, and Postmaster General. 


PRINTING OF SENATE DOCUMENTS. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. 


resolution: 


Resolved, That instead of the number of copies heretofore 


ordered to be printed, the usual number of copies of the 
Journal, reports of committees, executive, and miscella- 


neous documents, to be printed, shall be fourteen hundred 


and twenty copies, until the further order of the Senate. 


I will simply state, in explanation, that the 
present number of copies printed is fourteen hun- 
dred. In the distribution of documents there is 
great inconvenience experienced by this body and 
the heads of Departments on account of ihe lim- 
ited supply. This resolution provides for an 
increase of twenty copies. 
has been brought to my notice by the gentleman 
having control of it, who says this increase is ne- 
cessary. In the course of the distribution of docu- 
ments, calls are made by Departments and Sen- 
ators; and many of the documents are found 
to be out of print, and are not to be obtained. 
The effect of this resolution is to print a surplus 
of twenty copies, to remain here for the use of the 
Departments and Senators. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule re- 
quires all propositions for the printing of extra 
copies to be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Phe resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Prinung. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of provi by law 
for refunding to the State of Florida the amount of money 
expended, and debts incurred, by said State, for the pay 
of men and officers, subsistence, and of volunteers, 
called into service under the requisition 


I offer the following 


It is a matter which |! 


the Governor of 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


|| A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, 
announcing that they had passed a bill (H.R. 
| No. 380) to extend the time for selling the lands 
— to the Kentucky Asylum for teaching the 
| 

| 





eaf and dumb. 

Also, that the House insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. No. 203) for the relief of 
Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major J. 
P. J. O’Brien, late of the United States Army; 
| which amendment had been disagreed to by the 
Senate. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES. 


Several messages in writing were received 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Wessrtenr, his Secretary. 


| GEORGE K. M GUNNEGLE. 
| 





Mr. IVERSON. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims to report back the bill (H. R. 
No. 243) for the relief of George K. McGunnegle, 
surviving partner of the late firm of Hill & Mc- 
Gunnegle, of St. Louis, Missouri. It is a bill to 

| which, [ presume, there will be no objection; and 
if it be in order, | wish to put it on its passage 

now. It appropriates $2,200 in the payment of 

| a claim. The facts are all in the compass of a 
‘| nut-shell; and 1 trust the bill will be put on its 
|| passage at once. The report of the committee is 
| & unanimous one. 

| There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
|| as inCommittee of the Whole to consider the bill, 
which appropriates $2,280 67 for the payment of 
a balance due by the United States to Hill & Mc- 
| Gunnegle, for commissary and other supplies for 
| the use of the Illinois militia in 1832. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 


} 
IOWA SENATORIAL ELECTION. 








Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to take up the 
| credentials of the Hon. James Harwan, which 


1 lie on the table, together with the resolutions 

| of the Senate of lowa, heretefore presented, in 

| re ard to his election. 

he motion was agreed to. 

| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to refer the 

| credentials and resolutions to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARLAN. I do not desire, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to present an argument on this subject; 
nor shall I hereafter, as I now think, trouble 
either the Committee on the Judiciary, or the 

' Senate, with an argument in favor of the validity 
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He also presented the petition of Thomas Fit- 
nam, for the repayment of money expended by 
him for public use while warden of the peniten- 
tiary in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 






a 





December 15, 


of my right to a seat as a member of this bog 
I will detain the Senate only with a brief det 
of the facts, and a simple statement of the jay 
which, I suppose, will control the Senate in ji, 
final decision; and leave the argument and the 
decision to others. 

In the third section of the first article of the 
Constitution of the United States, we find the 
following provision: 


“Sec. 3. The Senate of the United States shall be com. 
— of two Senators from each State, chosen by 
e 


gislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator shalj 
have one vote.”’ 


The fourth section of the same article Provides: 
“Sec. 4. The times, places, and manner of holding elec. 
tions for Senators and Representatives, shall be prescribes 
in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the Congres 
may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulations 
except as to the places of choosing Senators.” : 


For the purpose of fixing ‘the times, placts, 
and manner of holding elections for Senators,” 
as provided by the Constitution of the United 
States, the Legislature of lowa, at its first ses. 


sion, held in the years 1846-47, enacted the 
following law: 


** An Act to provide for the election of United States Sep. 
ators and other officers. 

“Section 1. Beit enacted by the General Assembly of the 
State of Iowa, That at each and every regular session of the 
General Assembly of this State, next preceding the expira. 
tion of the constitutional term of service of a United States 
Senator, or at any session when a vacancy shall exist, at 
an hour to be designated by a resolution of either branch 
with the concurrence of the other branch of the General 
Assembly, the members of both Houses thereof shal! meet 
in convention in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
for the purpose of electing a Senator or Senators, by joint 
vote, in pursuance of the Constitution of the United States, 
t@Pepresent this State in the Senate of the United States, 

*Sec. 2. The President of the Senate, or in his absence 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall preside 
over the deliberations of the convention ; and in the absence 
of both, a President pro tempore shall be appointed by joint 
vote. 

“Sec. 3. At any time prior to meeting in convention as 
aforesaid, eacli branch of the General Assembly shall 
appoint one teller; and the two tellers thus appointed shall 
act as judges of the election. 

“Sec. 4. The secretary of the Senate and the chief clerk 
of the House of Representatives shall each keep a fair and 
correct record of the proceedings of the convention, which 
shall be entered upon the Journals of each branch of the 
General Assembly. Thechief clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall act as secretary to the convention. 

‘Sec. 5. The names of the members of the General As- 
sembly shall be arranged by the secretary in aiphabetical 
order, and each member shall vote in the order in which his 
name stands when thus arranged. « . 

* Sec.6. When the convention shall be organized as afore- 
said, the members present shall proceed to choose, viva voce, 
a Senator or Senators, as the case may be, to represent this 
State in the Senate of the United States. The name of the 
person voted for, and of the members voting, shall be en- 
tered in writing by the tellers, who shall, after the secre- 
tary shalj have called the names of the members a second 
time, and the name of the person for whom each member 
has voted, report to the President of the convention the 
number of votes given for each candidate. 

‘Sec. 7. If neither of the candidates shall receive the 
vote of a majority of the members present, a second poll 
may be taken, and so from time to time, until some one of 
the candidates shall receive a majority of the votes of the 
members present. 

* Sec. &. If the election shall not be completed at the first 
meeting, the President shall adjourn the convention when- 
ever, and to such time, as a majority of the members then 
present ‘shall determine, and so from time to time, until 
—_ one of :he candidates shall receive a majority as afore- 
said. 

** Sec. 9. When any person shall have received a majority 
of the votes, as aforesaid, the president of the convention 
shall declare him to be duly elected a Senator to represent 
this State in the Senate of the United States ; and he shall, 
in.the presence of the members of both Houses, sign two 
certificates of the election, attested by the tellers, one of 
which he shall transmit to the Governor, and the remain- 
ing one shall be preserved among the records of the coo- 
vention, and entered at length on the Journals of each House 
of the General Assembly. 

“See. 10. Upon the reception of said certificate, the 
Governor shall cause a credential to be made out, with the 
great seal of the State affixed thereto, and cause it to be 
delivered to such Senator elect, which credential shall! be 
in form following : 

“State or lowa,to wit: The General Assembly of this 
State, on the — day of ——, one thousand eight hundred 
and ——, having, in pursuance of the Constitution of the 
United States of America, chosen a Senator 
to represent this State in the Senate of the United States, 
1, ——— , Governor of the State of lowa, do, by these 
presente, certify the same to the Senate of the United 
tates. 


“ Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of 


Iowa, this — day of ——~, one thousand eight hundred 














a 


“Sec. 11. When the Executive shall, by vi rtue of the 
Constitution of the United States, make a ap- 
pointment of a Senator, he shall deliver to such a 


credential in the following form: 

Seank tee or eee! > » WhO eae Cheese 
ni tates Senator from this State, in pursuance of t 

Constitution of the United States of America, having died 
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